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Abstract—Video Anomaly Detection (VAD) aims to automat-
ically analyze spatiotemporal patterns in surveillance videos
collected from open spaces to detect anomalous events that
may cause harm without physical contact. However, vision-based
surveillance systems such as closed-circuit television often capture
personally identifiable information. The lack of transparency
and interpretability in video transmission and usage raises
public concerns about privacy and ethics, limiting the real-
world application of VAD. Recently, researchers have focused
on privacy concerns in VAD by conducting systematic studies
from various perspectives including data, features, and systems,
making Privacy-Preserving Video Anomaly Detection (P2VAD)
a hotspot in the AI community. However, current research in
P2VAD is fragmented, and prior reviews have mostly focused
on methods using RGB sequences, overlooking privacy leakage
and appearance bias considerations. To address this gap, this
article systematically reviews the progress of P2VAD for the first
time, defining its scope and providing an intuitive taxonomy.
We outline the basic assumptions, learning frameworks, and
optimization objectives of various approaches, analyzing their
strengths, weaknesses, and potential correlations. Additionally,
we provide open access to research resources such as benchmark
datasets and available code. Finally, we discuss key challenges and
future opportunities from the perspectives of AI development and
P2VAD deployment, aiming to guide future work in the field.

Index Terms—Anomaly detection, video understanding, data
security, privacy-preserving.

I. INTRODUCTION

V IDEO Anomaly Detection (VAD) aims to automatically
identify irregular patterns in spatio-temporal surveillance

data to detect unexpected anomalous events [1]. Due to
its ability to capture real-time environmental information in
open spaces without physical contact, VAD has demonstrated
promising applications in emerging fields such as smart cities
[2], modern industry [3], and healthcare [4]. Applications
include traffic accident warning in Intelligent Transportation
Systems (ITS) [5], identifying irregularities in industrial pro-
duction [6], and detecting elderly falls. Compared to Action
Recognition (AR) [7]–[9], which relies on fine-grained labels
for model training, VAD generally follows the open-world
assumption that real-world anomalies are rare and unbounded
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[10]. As a result, collecting all possible anomalous events
in diverse and dynamic scenarios for training supervised
multi-class classification models is impractical. Moreover, AR
methods are ill-suited to handle the significant data imbalance
and label noise often encountered in anomaly detection. In
contrast, VAD is often formulated as an unsupervised outlier
detection task, using easily collected regular events to train
the model to characterize the prototypical patterns of normal
videos, while treating uncharacterizable samples as anomalies
[11]. Thus, Unsupervised VAD (UVAD) avoids the expensive
data preparation cost of collecting anomalies and exhibits great
scene adaptability, with the theoretical ability to detect any
positive samples distinct from negative ones [12]–[14].

In recent years, researchers have proposed Weakly-
supervised VAD (WsVAD) approaches, which utilize video-
level labeled regression models to compute fine-grained frame-
level anomaly scores for the temporal localization of anoma-
lous events [15]. Although such approaches [16]–[18] are
usually limited to identifying predefined anomaly categories
in a given scene, they still do not require segment-level or
frame-level labeling, but instead use binary labels (0 or 1) to
indicate whether a video contains anomalies or not, without
the need for second-level categorization. Existing work [17]
has shown that weakly-supervised VAD models do not need to
consider the data balance between various types of anomalous
samples and regular samples when identifying anomalous
behaviors that may threaten life safety or cause economic
loss in specific scenarios (e.g., criminal events and violent
behaviors). These models have proven to be more reliable and
practical than weakly-supervised action recognition models
that rely on multi-class labels. The latest VAD research aims
to detect anomalies directly from raw, unfiltered surveillance
data. The so-called Fully-unsupervised VAD (FuVAD) allows
models to be automatically trained using data from large-scale
video IoT systems and online video platforms.

However, existing VAD studies [19]–[25] typically use
RGB video sequences that contain identifiable and sensitive
environmental information as inputs for modeling, raising
public concerns about individual privacy, appearance bias, and
data security. These considerations are particularly prominent
in sectors such as healthcare and the military, where privacy
issues not only limit the adoption of VAD technology but also
erode public trust and impede research progress. The collec-
tion, storage, and use of RGB sequences containing facial data,
clothing information, and specific environmental layouts, es-
pecially through Closed-Circuit Tele-Vision (CCTV) or online
internet platforms, can be offensive, and even provoke fear of
personal information misuse. Furthermore, models typically
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use deep neural networks that directly operate on original high-
definition color sequences for normality learning and anomaly
detection, making it difficult for the public to trust VAD
technology due to the black-box nature of data processing,
which lacks interpretability and transparency [26]–[28].

More importantly, VAD systems deployed in real-world
applications often involve tens of thousands of clients across
large-scale spaces such as neighborhoods, buildings, or entire
cities. While the large-scale, 24/7 video streams generated
across diverse scenarios are beneficial for training data-driven
deep models, the data exchanges between sensor endpoints,
edge computing units, and data centers make privacy and secu-
rity critical concerns, often overshadowing detection accuracy.
Unfortunately, despite the great social value and application
potential of Privacy-Preserving VAD (P2VAD), the absence
of a clear development lineage and standardized validation
benchmarks in existing research has led to fragmented efforts,
as researchers from different backgrounds tend to focus on
different issues, which limits the continuous progress and real-
world applications of this technology.

In this regard, this article reviews existing VAD work from a
privacy-preserving perspective and provides the first P2VAD
taxonomy. We highlight the core concerns and fundamental
ideas of different research directions, as well as compile all
publicly available benchmark datasets and evaluation metrics,
with the aim of standardizing future research and promoting
the development of trusted P2VAD applications.

A. Related Surveys
Although several review papers [29]–[34] on VAD have

been published over the past three years, they primarily focus
on categorizing methods based on RGB videos. While these
works propose various insightful VAD classification systems
for different scenarios and orientations, they do not sufficiently
address privacy protection and system security in VAD re-
search. Table I summarizes the main focus areas, methodolo-
gies, and perspectives of recent reviews related to anomaly
detection. Many of them [29]–[31] approach VAD from a
narrow perspective, often considering it as a sub-task within
the broader fields of anomaly detection or video understanding,
thereby neglecting its interdisciplinary aspects. Even recent
surveys [33]–[35] do not emphasize privacy concerns, instead
limiting their scope to algorithm categorization.

To be more specific, early reviews either focused on spe-
cific applications such as transportation [31] or categorized
models based on different learning paradigms [33], [34],
without addressing data security issues. For example, Liu
et al. [34] discussed unsupervised, weakly supervised, and
fully supervised approaches, classifying P2VAD under these
categories based on supervision signals, while overlooking
its core contribution to privacy protection. Although some
works mention the importance of data security for future VAD
development and suggest that trustworthy systems will become
a mainstream trend, they offer limited insights into P2VAD
research due to a lack of detailed explanations and targeted
literature.

In 2024, Mishra et al. [36] introduced the first review that
focused on skeleton-based VAD, highlighting the advantage

TABLE I
COMPARISON WITH RELATED SURVEYS.

Source Main Focus P2 Pathways Discussed Viewpoint

UVAD WsVAD FuVAD AD VU C

IVC21 [29] Deep unsupervised VAD %  # # , / /
PUC21 [30] Real-time crowd VAD %  # # , / /
CSUR21 [31] VAD in traffic scene % G# G# # / , /
CSUR22 [10] Deep anomaly detection % ⊙ ⊙ ⊙ , / /
TPAMI22 [32] Single scene VAD %  G# # , , /
AIR23 [33] One- and two-class VAD %  G# # , , /
CSUR23 [34] Generalized VAD %    , , /
arXiv24 [35] Networking systems for VAD %    , , ,
TETCL24 [36] Deep skeleton VAD %  G# # / , /

Ours Privacy-Preserving VAD !    , , ,

 : Systematic presentation. G#: Briefly mentioned. #: Not presented.
⊙: Not applicable. ,//: Research perspective involved/unincluded.
AD = Anomaly Detection, VU = Video Understanding, C = Computing.

of gesture keypoints over RGB video in privacy preservation,
indicating that P2VAD is becoming a significant research
area. However, their focus was limited to a specific sub-
task—modeling video normality using skeleton data—without
integrating broader privacy-preserving efforts across data ac-
quisition, model learning, and system-level applications. A
comprehensive review that addresses these aspects together
would provide a more holistic perspective and standardize
future P2VAD research.

B. P2VAD Taxonomy

With a thorough review of recent advance in video anomaly
detection, this article introduces the first VAD taxonomy from
the privacy-preserving perspective, illustrated in Fig. 1. The
proposed P2VAD taxonomy includes all related works across
three key stages: S1: date acquisition; S2: model learning,
and S3: system applications, which are accordingly divided
into three main categories:

1) P2VAD with Non-Identifiable Elements (NIE): NIE
methods aim to avoid the capture or storage of privacy-
sensitive RGB sequences during data acquisition and
pre-procession. The means of privacy preservation in-
clude encrypted video coding, Non-Visible Light Cam-
eras (NVLCs), or using object detection models to mask
human-related regions in RGB sequences, ensuring that
the data for modeling lacks identifiable information.

2) P2VAD with Desensitized Intermediate Modalities
(DIM): Since most real-world anomalies are motion-
ralated, intermediate modalities that capture temporal
cues, such as skeleton keypoints or optical flow, are used
during P2VAD model learning. Such data modalities
can not only eliminate the privacy concerns related to
appearance but also improve the robustness of P2VAD
models against pixel noise in RGB videos.

3) Edge-Cloud Intelligence (ECI) Empowered P2VAD: Be-
yond the risks of appearance privacy breaches from RGB
sequences, security concerns can arise during the data
transmission in large-scale edge-cloud systems. Tech-
niques like privacy computing, edge-cloud collaboration,
and federated learning have been introduced to VAD to
address these concerns at the application stage.

Moreover, NIE methods can be further divided based on
the format of the final acquired video: 1) Encrypted Com-
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Privacy-Preserving Video Anomaly Detection (P2VAD)

§4 P2VAD with Desensitized Intermediate Modalities (DIM)

§4.1Skeleton Agent task Distribution Autoregression §4.2 Optical FlowClustering

§5 Edge-Cloud Intelligence (ECI) Empowered P2VAD

§5.1 Privacy Computing §5.2 Edge-Cloud Collaboration VAD §5.3 Federated VAD

§3 P2VAD with Non-Identifiable Elements (NIE)

§3.1 Encrypted Videos §3.2 Sensitive Area Masking §3.3 Non-Visible Light Cameras

S1: Data acquisition

S2: Model learning

S3: System application

Fig. 1. Taxonomy of Privacy-Preserving Video Anomaly Detection (P2VAD).

pressed Video-based: Formats like H.264 or H.265 are used
to compress RGB video into indistinguishable binary streams,
allowing deep learning models to extract features directly from
the bitstream. This reduces the need for identifying personal
information and lowers data transmission costs. 2) Sensitive
Region Masking/Synthetic Video-based: Anomalies often in-
volve abnormal human motion, making color and texture infor-
mation unnecessary. Pre-trained object detection and instance
segmentation models can mask human figures in RGB frames
to input into privacy-preserving VAD models. Additionally,
datasets like UBnormal simulate abnormal behaviors using
avatars, avoiding real identifiable information while training
privacy-agnostic VAD models. 3) NVLCs Videos-based: De-
vices like infrared or depth cameras capture spatio-temporal
environmental data that lacks texture but reveals contour
variations, aiding in understanding anomalous behaviors.

While NIE methods may increase costs related to data
preparation and require specialized hardware, DIM approaches
utilize RGB sequences and learn normal behavior from in-
termediate modalities, such as skeleton data or optical flow.
Skeleton-based DIM approaches focus on human behavioral
anomalies and are more resistant to pixel noise, providing
excellent performance in human-centric VAD tasks. These
approaches can be classified into four categories: 1) agent task,
2) clustering, 3) distribution modeling, and 4) autoregression.
Optical flow, while useful for capturing motion, can also
raise privacy concerns when used in conjunction with RGB
sequences. We analyze both hybrid and optical flow-alone
approaches to demonstrate their potential for P2VAD and to
inspire further research in optical flow modeling.

ECI-enabled methods address privacy concerns related to
data leakage in large-scale edge computing systems. By pro-
cessing sensitive data on edge devices and transmitting only
desensitized or encrypted features to the cloud, these systems
mitigate the risks of data breaches. End-edge-cloud systems
work together to protect against malicious data collection,
providing a foundation for privacy-preserving VAD in large-
scale applications. Although still in their infancy, initial work
in areas such as 1) Privacy Computing-based P2VAD, 2) Edge-
Cloud Collaboration VAD, and 3) Federated VAD is emerging.

C. Contribution Summary

The main contributions of this article are as follows:

• This is the first survey, to the best of our knowledge, that
focuses on privacy-preserving video anomaly detection.
We propose a P2VAD taxonomy comprising three major
categories with eight subcategories, systematically sum-
marizing the recent advances in P2VAD across data ac-
quisition, model learning, and system applications, while
identifying potential research directions.

• We present the core challenges, assumptions, and opti-
mization strategies of various P2VAD methods. Addition-
ally, we provide research resources, including available
code, public datasets, and key literature, hosted in a
GitHub repository for future researchers.

• We empirically summarize the research challenges and
opportunities in P2VAD, offering insights into its devel-
opment trends in light of evolving AI technologies and
real-world demands. Our aim is to guide and standardize
future work in this field.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows:
Section II introduces the fundamentals of P2VAD, including
methods for acquiring and processing non-identifiable video
data, key research areas in deep VAD, and the basics of emerg-
ing privacy-preserving techniques such as privacy computing
and federated learning. Section III discusses non-identifiable
element-based approaches. Section IV explores methods for
video anomaly detection using non-sensitive intermediate
modalities, such as skeleton data and optical flow. Section V
covers the construction of trustworthy P2VAD systems from
the perspective of edge-cloud intelligence. Section VI reviews
benchmark datasets and evaluation metrics in the literature.
Section VII outlines the challenges, bottlenecks, and future
opportunities for P2VAD research. Finally, Section VIII con-
cludes the article. The collected research resource are available
at: https://anonymous.4open.science/r/P2VAD-75AF/.

II. FOUNDATIONS OF P2VAD

A. Pathways of Conventional Video Anomaly Detection

As mentioned earlier, conventional VAD, without con-
sidering data security and privacy protection, is typically
categorized into unsupervised, weakly-supervised, and fully-
unsupervised approaches based on the supervision signals
used, denoted as UVAD, WsVAD, and FuVAD, respectively.
The composition and annotations of their training sets as well
as the general framework are illustrated in Fig. 2.

1) Unsupervised Pathway: UVAD trains models using eas-
ily collected normal events to capture common spatio-temporal
patterns in normal videos through self-supervised learning
[37]–[41]. Commonly used supervisory signals include input
sequences [42], [43] and future frames [44]–[46], correspond-
ing to reconstruction and prediction tasks, respectively. The
key assumption is that models trained on normal events
cannot represent unseen anomalous samples, which results in
significant errors of agent tasks during the test phase.

Unsupervised VAD follows the anomaly detection commu-
nity’s open-world consensus by treating anomalies as out-of-
distribution samples with distinct patterns [10]. This approach

https://anonymous.4open.science/r/P2VAD-75AF/
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Training Set

Pre-Processing Normality Modeling Loss

Deviation Measurement Anomaly ScoreTest samples

Feature Extraction MIL Ranking LossAnomaly Score

Feature Extractor Anomaly Detector Anomaly Score Loss

(a) UVAD

(b) WsVAD

(c) FuVAD

Fig. 2. Illustration of the training sets composition and general modeling
frameworks of (a) UVAD, (b) WsVAD, and (c) FuVAD. Y denotes the video-
level label, and frame-level annotations are unavailable for all pathways.

avoids the need to collect and label low-frequency, unbounded
anomalous events and theoretically enables the detection of
any possible anomaly in an open environment. As a result,
unsupervised methods dominate both P2VAD and deep VAD
research [47]–[49]. However, unsupervised P2VAD typically
utilizes bitstream videos, skeleton data, and other modalities
that do not contain identifiable or sensitive information to
prevent privacy leakage associated with RGB sequences in
deep VAD.

2) Weakly-supervised Pathway: WsVAD was initiated by
Sultani et al. [16] in 2018 under the Multiple Instance Learn-
ing Ranking (MILR) framework, which uses weakly labeled
normal and abnormal events to train regression models for
computing strong semantic frame-level labels. As shown in
Fig. 2(b), the training set of the weakly supervised dataset
includes videos with video-level labels, where 0 indicates a
regular video and 1 signifies that the video contains abnormal
behavior, but the exact temporal location is unknown.

The core optimization goal of MILR is to train a fully
connected network-based regression model, where the highest
anomaly score of all instances Vi in positive bags Ba (formed
by anomalous videos with label 1) is greater than that of
the negative bag Bn from normal videos. This objective is
balanced by hyper-parameters {λ1, λ2} and formalized as:

O (Ba,Bn) = minmax

(
0, 1−max

i∈Ba

r
(
Vi
a

)
+max

i∈Bn

r
(
Vi
n

))

+ λ1

Csm︷ ︸︸ ︷
n−1∑
i

(
r
(
Vi
a

)
− r

(
Vi+1
a

))2
+λ2

Csp︷ ︸︸ ︷
n∑
i

r
(
Vi
a

)
,

(1)

where Csp and Csm represent sparsity and smoothness con-
straints, inspired by the infrequent and gradual nature of
anomalous events. Vi

a and Vi
n are instances from Ba and Bn.

Since WsVAD incorporates anomalous samples during
training, it is typically limited to detecting predefined cate-
gories of anomalies [50]–[53]. However, because the model
compares spatio-temporal patterns of normal and anomalous
events during learning, it is thought to capture the intrinsic
differences between them. WsVAD has been shown to produce
more reliable results than UVAD [17], especially since UVAD
often suffers from high false alarm rates when handling regular
videos with label-independent data offsets [54]–[56].

Research into weakly supervised P2VAD is still in its early
stages, focusing on desensitizing weakly supervised datasets

for privacy preservation. For instance, Boekhoudt et al. [57]
focused on human-centric crimes in the UCF-Crime dataset,
extracting videos with humans and providing skeleton anno-
tations. They developed the first weakly supervised P2VAD
dataset, visualizing human motor behavior through skeletons
while eliminating the privacy risks associated with RGB data
from the Internet. Previous WsVAD approaches used 3D
neural networks (e.g., C3D [58], I3D [59], and TSN [60])
pre-trained on action recognition datasets like Kinetics [59] to
obtain spatio-temporal features from RGB sequences, whereas
methods based on HR-Crime [57] typically use graph networks
to capture skeleton patterns. Subsequent P2VAD studies can
leverage the basic assumptions and optimization strategies of
deep WsVAD to perform P2VAD on intermediate modalities
without relying on privacy-sensitive appearance information.

3) Fully-unsupervised Pathway: FuVAD, a recent approach
that follows the transductive learning paradigm [61], uses
datasets that may contain a small number of anomalous
samples for training [62]–[64]. It challenges the conventional
UVAD paradigm, which requires only normal samples during
training and involves an additional data filtering process.
Instead, FuVAD aims to model vast real-world videos and
learn the anomaly classifier directly, as shown in Fig. 2(c).

Given the pattern distribution differences and the low fre-
quency of anomalous events, FuVAD proposes that it is pos-
sible to observe many normal samples and construct a model
that learns the distributional relationships of the majority of
the data. This pattern is treated as in-distribution, with out-
of-distribution samples identified as anomalies. Existing deep
FuVAD methods often use autoregression [63] or self-training
[62] to gradually learn the classification boundary. In P2VAD,
researchers [65] attempt to replace the RGB sequences used
in the original method with data such as skeletons to achieve
FuVAD without compromising privacy.

B. Appearance Abstraction and Desensitization in P2VAD

The privacy risks associated with deep VAD primarily stem
from the appearance information in RGB sequences, such as
human facial features, clothing colors, textures, and sensitive
environmental layouts. To address these risks, P2VAD research
focusing on desensitization at the data acquisition and model
learning stages employs several methods to obscure identi-
fiable information. These include: (1) modeling compressed
bitstream videos that are not directly recognizable to the
human eye, which both circumvents appearance information
and reduces data transmission costs; (2) employing Object
Detection (OD) models to identify and mask human-related
pixels; (3) using non-visible video sensors, such as event
cameras and infrared cameras, to capture environmental data;
(4) applying pose estimation models to extract key points of
human skeletons for anomaly detection without appearance
information; and (5) utilizing optical flow extraction to cap-
ture texture-free, detail-free motion information. This section
provides an overview of these techniques and models:

1) Encrypted Video Encoding: The core of video encoding
techniques is to store and transmit the original RGB video
sequences as compressed bitstreams, which not only reduce
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data size but also obscure appearance information. Common
video coding standards, such as H.264 [66], H.265, and High
Efficient Video Coding (HEVC) [67], achieve compression
by removing redundant data, resulting in a bitstream that is
not directly recognizable by the human eye. These techniques
exploit the similarity between video frames and the human
eye’s sensitivity to high-frequency information to minimize
storage requirements. In addition to lowering storage and
transmission costs, this method effectively prevents the leakage
of identifiable appearance data, such as facial features or
clothing color, by focusing on bitstream features. In the context
of VAD, replacing RGB data with bitstreams enables models
to learn normal video features in compressed space, thus
mitigating privacy risks while significantly improving system
processing efficiency [68], [69]. For instance, by analyzing
motion vectors [70] and other encoded features [71] in the
bitstream, models can detect anomalous behavior patterns
quickly without requiring full access to appearance data.

2) Object Detection: Object detection (OD) techniques
are employed to detect and localize target sensitive objects
(e.g., humans) within video frames. Commonly used OD
algorithms, such as the YOLO family [72] (e.g., YOLOv3 [73]
and YOLOv3-spp [74]) and Mask R-CNN [75], can quickly
recognize human figures in images and protect privacy by
masking these pixels. Combined with instance segmentation
[76], P2VAD can more precisely mask human-related pixels
in videos, minimizing privacy exposure and avoiding unnec-
essary spatial noise. By transmitting only frames that exclude
identifiable information, P2VAD enables effective VAD while
preserving privacy.

3) Non-visible Light Cameras: Infrared cameras, depth
cameras, and event cameras [77] capture videos lacking texture
and detail but containing spatial and motion information by
sensing light outside the visible spectrum. These cameras gen-
erate frames by capturing heat, distance, or temporal variations
of objects, thus reflecting spatial and temporal changes in
the environment without requiring detailed color or texture
information. Since these data typically do not reveal facial
or bodily details, they naturally offer privacy protection. For
example, infrared cameras [78] detect thermal radiation to
generate images, while depth cameras use the Time-of-Flight
method to measure distances between objects and the camera.
Non-visible data is particularly useful in VAD, especially
for identifing motion-based anomalies [79], as it can capture
large-scale contours and behavioral changes without collecting
sensitive appearance information.

4) Pose Estimation: Pose estimation models extract key
points to represent skeletal information, ignoring human ap-
pearance details. Typical methods, such as OpenPose [80] and
AlphaPose [81], use deep learning networks to identify and
localize human body joint points in video data, generating
2D or 3D representations of the human skeleton. This ability
to directly capture human movement patterns makes pose
estimation highly effective for VAD tasks, especially when
anomalies involve human motion. Skeleton data is more robust
than RGB frames [82], as it avoids issues like lighting and
occlusion. Moreover, pose estimation is advantageous for
privacy preservation, as skeleton information does not reveal

personal appearance. As a result, skeleton-based VAD models
are widely used in human activity monitoring, where they learn
normal movement patterns to detect anomalies.

5) Optical Flow: Optical flow [83], [84] computation is
a technique that describes pixel-level motion information in
videos, capturing the direction and speed of object movement
over time. Since optical flow focuses exclusively on motion,
ignoring the appearance details of objects, it offers an effective
means of privacy preservation in VAD tasks. In P2VAD,
optical flow is used to model motion patterns, particularly in
the detection of anomalies characterized by motion, capturing
temporal dynamics without relying on RGB data. However,
optical flow often needs to be combined with other data (e.g.,
skeletons [85] or RGB frames [86]–[88]) to enhance temporal
modeling accuracy.

III. P2VAD WITH NON-IDENTIFIABLE ELEMENTS

Non-Identifiable Elements (NIE)-based P2VAD methods
aim to prevent privacy and security risks by removing or
abstracting identifiable information during data acquisition and
preprocessing stages. The desensitized data is then used as
input to the anomaly detection model. Based on the level of
morphological abstraction, we classify existing NIE methods
into three categories: encrypted videos, sensitive area mask-
ing/synthesis, and NVLCs videos.

In spite of privacy, such methods reduce data volume
and prevent extraneous appearance information from inter-
fering with model learning. However, these approaches have
drawbacks, such as reliance on additional processing (e.g.,
compression, object detection) or the need for specialized
acquisition equipment, which can significantly increase the
cost of model deployment. Below, we analyze the details of
each NIE method.

A. Encrypted Videos-based P2VAD

Encrypted and compressed videos obscure sensitive appear-
ance information recognizable by humans and filter out low-
frequency data, making them inherently suited for detecting
anomalous behaviors tied to temporal cues. Additionally,
compressed videos require much less storage and bandwidth
than raw RGB sequences, reducing transmission costs and
enabling real-time VAD. The available encrypted video coding
techniques are summarized in Table II. For instance, Biswas
and Babu [89] found that motion vector amplitudes in the
H.264/AVC compressed domain could be effectively used to
simulate usual movement patterns and detect anomalies. This
method not only addresses privacy concerns but also achieves
processing speeds of over 150 frames per second (fps) on
the UMN [90] and UCSD Peds [91] datasets, with up to
200× acceleration. They also introduced a motion pyramid-
based hierarchical approach to capture temporal dynamics
more efficiently, achieving detection accuracy comparable to
state-of-the-art pixel-domain algorithms. In a follow-up study
[70], they enhanced the feature set by including motion vector
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TABLE II
ENCRYPTED VIDEO CODING TECHNIQUES FOR P2VAD.

Encrypted Video Coding Principle Standard Encryption Mechanism
H.264/AVC with Selective Encryption Encrypts sensitive parts (e.g., motion vec-

tors) while keeping the rest unencrypted.
H.264, AVC AES-based selective encryption of

specific bitstream elements
HEVC with Format-Compliant Encryption Encrypts specific parts while maintaining

standard-compliant streams.
HEVC Format-compliant encryption of

motion vectors or syntax elements
Perceptual Video Encryption Degrades video quality while preserving ba-

sic playability for privacy preservation.
H.264,
HEVC

Partial encryption of frames or
quantization degradation

Motion-Compensated Encryption Encrypts motion vectors or residual data to
prevent content reconstruction.

H.264,
HEVC

AES encryption of motion vectors
or residual data

orientation, further improving anomaly detection and achiev-
ing 90× and 250× speedups on two datasets, respectively.
Another method, based on the Histogram of Oriented Motion
Vectors (HOMV) within a sparse representation framework
[92], utilizes online dictionary learning to represent the sparse
behavior of HOMVs. It detects anomalies by analyzing the
likelihood of sparse coefficients occurring at specific locations
in the H.264 compressed video.

Kiryati et al. [71] extracted motion features from the mac-
roblock motion vectors generated during video compression
and estimated the statistical distribution of normal events
during training. By analyzing improbable-motion eigenval-
ues, they successfully identified anomalies. Their approach
demonstrated strong privacy preservation and real-time per-
formance, making it suitable for video surveillance systems
with limited communication and computational resources. Li
et al. [69] leveraged the correlation between content and
coding structure in High-Efficiency Video Coding (HEVC)
to develop computationally efficient VAD algorithms. They
proposed a Motion Intensity Count (MIC) feature that uses
motion vectors, coding units, and prediction unit patterns in
HEVC to predict normal motion paths, achieving an average
processing speed of 1250 fps. Guo et al. [68] further focused
on parameter estimation in H.264 encrypted bitstreams to
perform VAD without decrypting the video. Their method
extracts macroblock sizes, partition patterns, and motion vector
differences from encrypted bitstreams, performing anomaly
detection after feature fusion.

B. Sensitive Area Masking/Synthesis-based P2VAD

One major concern in VAD research is the lack of public
trust, stemming from the fact that surveillance cameras widely
deployed in public spaces often capture sensitive personal
information such as human faces and body details (including
clothing, color, and texture) without consent. When such
data is directly used for model training, it not only risks
privacy breaches but may also lead to bias in deep learning
models, incorporating features related to ethnicity, skin color,
and gender. Given that VAD primarily focuses on modeling
motion interactions in the temporal domain, appearance in-
formation often contributes little to anomaly detection and
can introduce sensitivity to irrelevant pixel variations (e.g.,
changes in lighting, weather, or camera angles). Consequently,
a promising P2VAD strategy is to replace or mask sensitive
regions in the RGB sequence and use the desensitized data as

model input. Researchers have proposed using object detection
models and U-Net architectures to mask human information
in RGB sequences before modeling video normality. Addi-
tionally, synthetic datasets like UBnormal [93] leverage virtual
data engines to simulate various types of anomalous behaviors,
where the virtual humans contain only contour information and
lack facial details. As a result, models trained on these datasets
focus on motion interactions rather than local appearance de-
tails, allowing the use of RGB sequences without identifiable
information. This approach ensures the VAD models remain
unbiased and more ethically reliable, even though they may
still use RGB inputs during real-world applications.

While object detection has been shown to enhance VAD
performance, most existing studies [94]–[96] use foreground
objects as a semantic supplement to RGB-based normality
learning, emphasizing performance in complex scenarios at
the cost of privacy preservation. Yan et al. [97] proposed a
privacy-preserving VAD approach that incorporates an image
segmentation mask to safeguard the privacy of human subjects.
They introduced a VAD model based on ST-AE and CONV-
AE that integrates contextual information while maintaining
privacy. Specifically, they utilized Mask-RCNN [75] to detect
targets of interest, generating masks to protect human-related
pixels. The model then uses privacy-neutral human profiles
and background information as input for normality learning.
Similarly, the Temporal Distinctiveness for Self-supervised
Privacy-preservation in video Anomaly Detection (TeD-SPAD)
method introduced by Fioresi et al. [98] employs a U-Net
to anonymize video frames before performing model training
and anomaly detection. The UCF-Crime dataset, used in
their experiments, presents unique privacy concerns due to its
socially significant crime content, yet its complexity surpasses
that of UCSD Ped1 and Ped2 used in [97]. In response to
these challenges, TeD-SPAD proposes a temporally distinct
ternary loss function to efficiently process anonymized videos.
Experimental results demonstrate that their approach reduces
private attribute predictions by 32.25%, with only a 3.69%
reduction in frame-level AUC on the UCF-Crime dataset [16].

UBnormal, introduced by Acsintoae et al. [93] in 2022, is
the first large-scale dataset designed for supervised open-set
VAD. While initially developed to address the issue of super-
vised models failing to recognize open-set samples, UBnormal
also mitigates privacy concerns by synthesizing anomalous
events using a virtual data engine. The dataset includes various
synthetic anomalous behaviors in multiple scenes, where the
background is real but the subjects are computer-generated.
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This synthetic approach enables the development of unbiased
VAD models, demonstrating the potential of synthetic datasets
for privacy-preserving anomaly detection in P2VAD.

C. Non-Visible Light Cameras-Based P2VAD

In contrast to the methods discussed in Sec. III-A and
Sec. III-B, which primarily process existing RGB sequences,
approaches using NVLCs rely on specialized sensing devices
such as depth cameras, infrared imagers, and event cameras.
These technologies cannot be directly applied to conventional
CCTV surveillance systems, and due to the limited availability
of such data, research in this area is still in its early stages.
However, NVLCs-based VAD systems have shown significant
promise in extreme conditions (e.g., dark nights, fog, or high-
speed motion scenarios). Their modeling processes typically
follow learning frameworks and optimization strategies similar
to those used in deep learning-based VAD systems, making
them promising candidates for scene-specific P2VAD applica-
tions.

Gaus et al. [79] proposed a dual approach for anomaly
detection in infrared surveillance imagery, utilizing both visual
appearance and localized motion properties from optical flow.
Their Long-Term infrared (thermal) Imaging (LTD) bench-
mark validates the effectiveness of this model. This approach
to normality learning is conceptually similar to multi-stream
unsupervised VAD methods, which use different branches to
independently learn appearance and motion features, combin-
ing task errors from multiple agents for anomaly detection.
Schneider et al. [99] highlighted that depth information allows
for the easy extraction of auxiliary data, such as foreground
masks, to support scene analysis and aid in anomaly detection.
They evaluated the performance of autoencoder-based depth
VAD methods on depth video and suggested integrating depth
data into the loss function to enhance model performance.

Event cameras [77], which asynchronously measure the
luminance change of each pixel to generate an event video
stream, offer advantages such as low latency, high speed,
and high dynamic range. While no existing work has yet
explored the use of event cameras for anomaly detection,
studies have demonstrated their potential for characterizing
object motion, such as optical flow, using event streams. This
type of motion information is crucial for detecting video
anomalies, suggesting that event cameras could play a valuable
role in future VAD research.

IV. DESENSITIZED INTERMEDIATE MODALITIES P2VAD

RGB video sequences contain rich appearance and motion
semantics but also include a substantial amount of task-
irrelevant redundant data. As a result, these sequences are
typically processed into more information-dense intermediate
modalities, such as facial keypoints, skeletal gestures, and
optical flow. The latter two modalities are particularly useful
for detecting human-related abnormal behaviors, as they effec-
tively capture motion cues. Many existing skeleton-based VAD
methods share a similar modeling process with deep VAD
methods. They rely on easily collectible routine events to learn
video normality and detect anomalies by measuring deviations

between input samples and the learned model during the
testing phase. Therefore, skeleton-based VAD methods are
classified into four categories based on the normality learning
framework: agent task, clustering, distributional modeling, and
autoregression.

Newer techniques, such as multi-task learning [100] and
causality learning [101]–[103], have been explored in RGB-
based VAD models, allowing for more specialized categories.
This progress is expected to guide future skeleton-based VAD
research. In contrast, optical flow removes scene appearance
information and is less information-dense than skeletal data.
Therefore, it is often used as complementary semantics to
RGB sequences and is not typically applied as a standalone
VAD approach. Studies have shown that such intermediate
modalities, which focus on temporal information, not only
mitigate privacy concerns but also avoid enrollment sensitiv-
ities similar to those in RGB-based methods. In real-world
scenarios, factors such as scene changes, camera angles, and
weather conditions cause significant pixel-level variations in
color images, leading to high false positive rates in unsu-
pervised VAD methods that rely solely on normal video
modeling. Scene-robust VAD has thus become a long-standing
challenge. The Desensitized Intermediate Modalities (DIM)
approach, which focuses on motion information while ignoring
background scenes, allows VAD to concentrate on learning
scene-robust video normality.

A. Skeleton-based P2VAD

1) Agent Task-Based Methods: In anomaly detection, the
open-world assumption acknowledges that anomalous events
are diverse and unbounded, making it nearly impossible to
collect all potential anomalies for modeling. As such, the
task is often treated as out-of-distribution detection, where
models learn in-distribution patterns from normal samples,
and samples falling outside these patterns are classified as
anomalies. Agent task-based approaches are dominant because
of their straightforward assumptions and excellent perfor-
mance on video data. These methods train models to perform
self-supervised tasks such as reconstruction or prediction to
model normal events. Anomalies are detected during testing
by measuring agent task errors.

Both deep VAD methods using RGB sequences and
skeleton-based P2VAD methods follow this approach, al-
though the former typically employs convolutional neural
networks or Transformers to extract spatio-temporal features,
while the latter models skeletal keypoint sequences, as illus-
trated in Fig. 3(a). For instance, Gatt et al. [104] used PoseNet
and OpenPose to detect individuals in frames and extract
body keypoints, constructing an autoencoder with LSTM and
CNN units to learn representations of normal events. Similarly,
Suzuki et al. [105] focused on children’s gross motor skills
and proposed an autoencoder-based reconstruction framework
to detect abnormal movements. These methods, like deep
VAD, rely on reconstructing regular event skeletons to model
normality.

Temuroglu et al. [106] addressed skeleton occlusion in
crowd anomaly detection, proposing an Occlusion-Aware
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Fig. 3. The general pipline of unsupervised skeleton VAD methods based on
(a) agent task (Upper), (b) clustering (Middle), and (c) distribution (Lower).

Skeleton Trajectory Representation to compare skeleton maps
before and after occlusion and embed the output into an
autoencoder for robust anomaly detection. Jiang et al. [107]
developed a deep neural network-based method for detecting
abnormal pedestrian behaviors (e.g., crouching, wandering) in
level-crossing videos, using a skeleton detection algorithm to
track keypoint trajectories. In extended work, Song et al. [108]
introduced a GAN model to capture global and local motion
features of skeletons, using a generator to learn regular patterns
and a discriminator for anomaly detection. Similarly, Fan
et al. [109] employed CycleGAN [110] to enhance feature
extraction accuracy in skeleton-based VAD.

While reconstruction-based tasks are simpler, they may lead
neural networks to overlook abstract semantic features. In
contrast, prediction tasks require the model to reason about
the spatio-temporal evolution of input sequences, proving more
effective in VAD. Inspired by this, researchers have developed
skeleton-based VAD using prediction tasks. For example,
Rodrigues et al. [111] proposed a multi-timescale model for
predicting pose trajectories, enabling anomaly detection at
varying timescales. Luo et al. [112] employed spatio-temporal
graph convolutional networks to predict future skeletons and
identify anomalous behaviors based on graph connectivity.
Hierarchical Spatio-Temporal Graph Convolutional Neural
Networks (HSTGCNN) [113] further distinguished between
high- and low-level graph representations, achieving excellent
performance on benchmark datasets.

2) Clustering Methods: Unlike agent task-based methods,
which use task errors to detect anomalies, clustering-based
methods group low-dimensional skeleton features into clusters,
with samples far from any normal clusters considered anoma-
lies. The general pipeline of clustering-based skeleton VAD is
illustrated in Fig. 3(b). For example, Graph Embedded Pose
Clustering [114] uses GCAE to map human pose maps into la-
tent space, applying deep clustering for fine-grained detection
of anomalous behaviors. Similarly, Cui et al. [115] proposed
a skeleton VAD model with a prototype generation module
embedded between a Spatio-Temporal Graph Convolutional
Network (SST-GCN) and a deep clustering layer.

Spatial-temporal self-attention augmented graph convolu-
tional networks (SAA-Graph) [116] combine improved spatial
graph convolution with Transformer Self-Attention to capture
joint-level information and cluster it using deep embedded
clustering. The anomaly score of test samples is computed
solely based on clustering, which reduces inference costs.
Multiscale Spatiotemporal Attention Graph Convolutional Net-
works (MSTA-GCN) [117] apply attention-based adjacency

matrices to capture hierarchical graph representations. Yan
et al. [118] introduced deep memory clustering for real-time
updates of pseudo-labels and network parameters using a
graph convolutional autoencoder. Additionally, Yang et al. [96]
proposed a dual-branch model for detecting both anomalous
human behaviors and objects, where skeletons are clustered
to compute anomaly scores. Javed et al. [119] removed the
decoder structure commonly used in clustering-based meth-
ods, directly clustering skeleton features extracted by graph
convolution operators to enhance model stability.

3) Distribution Modeling Methods: Tani and Shibata [120]
attempted to model the distributional relationships of skeleton
information for normal events and perform anomaly detection
using probabilistic methods, as show in Fig. 3(c). Specifically,
they first use an Adaptive Graph Convolutional Network
(AGCN), pre-trained on the Kinetics dataset, to obtain the
”action-ness” of each frame and then select specific frames
for further training of frame-wise AGCN models. The trained
frame-wise AGCN with fixed parameters computes represen-
tations of normal events and constructs multivariate Gaussian
distribution models. Anomaly scores for test samples are then
obtained by calculating their Mahalanobis distances within
this distribution. Similarly, Sato et al. [121] attempt to detect
video anomalies through a distribution modeling approach by
proposing a user cue-guided zero-shot learning framework.
This method models the distribution of skeleton features
during training and uses it in the inference phase to estimate
anomaly scores. To reduce false alarms, the authors integrate
the similarity score between user cue embeddings and the
skeleton features aligned in the shared space into the final
anomaly score, indirectly enhancing the detection of normal
actions.

4) Autoregressive Methods: Whether by using surrogate
tasks to indirectly detect anomalies or by clustering and distri-
bution modeling to directly characterize the pattern boundaries
of normal events, these methods fall under the transductive
learning paradigm, which requires that the training set contain
only normal samples. While feasible for small datasets or
videos from low-incidence anomalous scenarios, accurately
filtering all potential anomalies from large-scale surveillance
videos is both time-consuming and labor-intensive. To ad-
dress this, recent research has shifted towards fully unsuper-
vised VAD, directly learning anomaly detection models from
training samples that contain a small number of anomalies
(determined by the low frequency of anomalies rather than
explicit labeling). In the realm of deep VAD using RGB
image sequences, Pang et al. [63] proposed the Self-Trained
Deep Ordinal Regression (STDOR) framework to progres-
sively identify a small number of anomalous events that differ
from the large number of samples displaying significant spatio-
temporal patterns, using iterative learning. Furthermore, Li
et al. [65] addressed the privacy preservation challenge in
FuVAD by employing pose estimation algorithms to extract
skeletons from RGB sequences without revealing sensitive
appearance information. They then developed a Self-Trained
Spatial Graph Convolutional Network (SGCN) for P2VAD.
The approach first uses iForest [122] to roughly distinguish
between possible abnormal and normal skeletons. An anomaly
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scoring module, consisting of an SGCN and a fully connected
layer, then computes the anomaly score, which serves as the
basis for discriminating possible positive and negative samples
in subsequent iterations, overseeing the model’s continuous
optimization via self-trained regression.

B. Optical Flow-based P2VAD

Optical flow and skeleton data, both derived from RGB
sequences, significantly enhance the credibility of VAD studies
by discarding sensitive appearance information, such as facial
details and clothing texture. Additionally, optical flow reduces
visual information redundancy by focusing on motion cues
directly associated with abnormal behavior, which reduces
data size and eases model training complexity. However,
optical flow captures pixel-level motion, which has a lower
information density compared to skeleton data and is more
sensitive to image noise. Moreover, it struggles to handle
overlapping motion trajectories in complex scenes, limiting
its effectiveness in crowd anomaly detection. Consequently,
optical flow is typically used as complementary semantics
to enhance normality learning [87], [123], [124], rather than
being employed alone in VAD.

Deep multi-stream UVAD models [86], [88], [125], [126]
often construct separate branches to learn motion patterns
from optical flow streams, which are then combined with
RGB-based branches to improve the model’s capacity to
capture spatio-temporal normality. Compared to single-stream
methods that only use RGB sequences, the introduction of
optical flow allows the model to focus on temporal dynamics
while ignoring background noise. However, these methods still
rely on RGB sequences as input, posing privacy concerns.
In response, Su et al. [85] analyzed pixel motion using
optical flow between consecutive frames, which they then
integrated with skeletal joint positions for anomaly detection.
Their proposed privacy-preserving video anomaly detection
framework, named Prime, leverages optical flow and skeleton
data as inputs, employing a Non-Minimal Suppression (NMS)
strategy to adaptively highlight the consistency of anomalies
between the two modalities.

V. EDGE-CLOUD INTELLIGENCE EMPOWERED P2VAD

With the growing adoption of video IoT systems in smart
cities and the expansion of online video platforms, data
transmission and processing in VAD systems have transitioned
from centralized local devices to distributed hybrid architec-
tures that combine edge and cloud computing. Edge-cloud
intelligence-enabled P2VAD research focuses on leveraging
privacy computing and distributed privacy-preserving tech-
niques to enhance the security of VAD systems across end
devices, edge nodes, and the cloud. Unlike the approaches
presented in Sections III and IV, which focus on privacy risks
during data acquisition and preprocessing by removing identi-
fiable appearance information, Edge-Cloud Intelligence (ECI)
empowerd VAD emphasizes system-level data security and
privacy preservation [127]. Although localized VAD models
may still use RGB sequences as inputs, these computational
processes typically occur on user-trusted devices, such as

smartphones or PCs. Instead of collecting raw data, data
centers and cloud servers process encrypted information or
intermediate features, ensuring that even in the event of a
system breach, sensitive information remains secure. Further-
more, the distributed processing of surveillance videos from
different scenes prevents distribution bias caused by simple
data aggregation, allowing cloud models to perform cross-
scene anomaly detection.

VAD systems for large-scale applications handle massive
amounts of video data, which typically need to be transmitted
and processed across various edge devices, servers, and data
centers. Without effective privacy protection mechanisms, the
exchange and integration of information in edge-cloud systems
pose significant risks of data leakage and misuse. Therefore,
system-level privacy protection not only safeguards user data
but also strengthens societal trust in such systems. This chap-
ter explores three major directions: (1) Privacy Computing-
enhanced VAD, which reduces the risk of data leakage through
privacy computing techniques; (2) Edge-Cloud Collaboration
VAD, which focuses on data security and performance op-
timization during collaboration between end devices and the
cloud; and (3) Federated VAD, which explores privacy-secure
VAD model training via distributed learning without sharing
raw data. These approaches complement one another and
collectively improve system-level privacy security.

A. Privacy Computing-Enhanced VAD

Privacy computing [128] ensures that data is transmitted and
processed without exposing sensitive information, especially
when video data is distributed across different devices and
servers. Key techniques include: (1) Homomorphic encryption,
which supports direct computation on encrypted data and is
commonly used to ensure data privacy in cloud computing for
VAD systems. For instance, data from multiple cameras can
be encrypted homomorphically, allowing anomalous behavior
analysis to be performed on the encrypted data; (2) Differential
privacy, which ensures that individual data points have a
negligible effect on the overall analysis by adding noise to
the data or query results. This technique is particularly useful
for analyzing real-time surveillance data in VAD systems,
preventing sensitive information leakage; and (3) Multi-Party
Secure Computing (MPC), which allows multiple participants
to compute the result of a function collaboratively without
sharing their respective data. In VAD systems, MPC enables
devices, such as edge cameras, to collaborate in detecting
anomalies without exposing their data.

Significant progress has been made in privacy computing-
enhanced P2VAD, attracting attention from the anomaly detec-
tion and AI security communities. For instance, homomorphic
encryption allows the detection of anomalous behaviors in
video frames without decrypting the video itself. Differential
privacy techniques facilitate aggregated video data analysis
while preserving privacy. Cheng et al. [129] propose a se-
cure video anomaly detection framework called SecureAD,
which safeguards the security of deep neural networks through
additive secret-sharing protocols. Additionally, the authors
introduce a fine-grained Bloom filter-based access control
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policy to authenticate legitimate users without compromising
the privacy of original personal attributes.

The application of privacy computing techniques broadens
the potential use cases of VAD systems and enhances user
trust, particularly in multi-party data collaboration scenarios.
These techniques ensure data security during transmission and
processing, reduce the risk of privacy breaches, and can be
seamlessly integrated with existing deep VAD algorithms to
maintain performance while improving privacy protection.

B. Edge-Cloud Collaboration VAD
Edge-Cloud Collaboration VAD is a distributed architecture

that strategically divides computing tasks between edge de-
vices and the cloud, aiming to maximize the use of computing
resources and alleviate users’ privacy and security concerns
about data centers [130]. In this framework, video data cap-
tured from real-world scenes can be initially processed on
edge devices close to the data source, and only essential
features or privacy-protected data are sent to the cloud for
further analysis. Since only user-trusted local devices access
raw data containing identifiable information, the end-edge-
cloud data exchange process and global model training can
avoid the risk of data theft and misuse. Existing research
in this area is typically categorized into three dimensions:
(1) Edge reasoning: smartphones and PCs deployed on the
end-side utilize local computing power to preprocess video
streams and detect simple anomalies in real-time. Lightweight
deep VAD models are often used, reducing data transmission
and minimizing privacy exposure; (2) Cloud aggregation: the
cloud collects intermediate outputs from the edge, such as
hidden features or decision vectors devoid of identifiable in-
formation, to train cross-scene models for detecting complex,
long-duration anomalies; and (3) Secure data transmission: to
prevent the decoding of intermediate features into identity-
identifiable information, data is encrypted during transmission
across devices, ensuring that sensitive information is not
leaked.

In their work on Networking Systems for VAD, Liu et al.
[35] propose an edge-cloud system framework that integrates
hardware and algorithms to provide a secure and efficient com-
munication and computation architecture for deep VADs. The
framework includes a deployment platform, a data pipeline,
and a computation container for data collection, transmission,
and anomaly detection. The data pipeline incorporates various
encryption protocols to prevent privacy breaches. Giorgi et al.
[131] introduce differential privacy into the end-edge-cloud
data exchange process to address potential data security risks
between clients and data centers. They run the feature ex-
traction process locally, transmitting only differentially private
hidden vectors to a central server. A cloud-based decoder
reconstructs anonymized versions of the original data frames
and computes spatial, temporal, and contextual features for
anomaly detection via supervised learning.

C. Federated VAD
Federated Learning (FL) [133] is a distributed machine

learning approach that enables multiple devices to collabo-
ratively train a global model while preserving privacy by not

 Data Aggregation Model #1 Model #N

Centralized VAD Training Federated VAD Training

Client #1 Client #N Client #1 Client #N… …

… …

(a) (b)

Fig. 4. Pippeline of (a) Data aggregation-based centralized VAD and (b)
Federated VAD with parameter sharing for privacy-preservation [132].

sharing raw data, as illustrated in Fig. 4. This technique is
widely used in applications such as autonomous driving and
robotics. As public concerns about privacy in machine learning
applications, including VAD, continue to grow, researchers
have increasingly introduced federated learning into VAD,
proposing federated VAD solutions to address issues such
as skewed data distributions in heterogeneous devices. Doshi
et al. [134] propose a Transformer-based privacy-preserving
video anomaly detection and behavior recognition framework.
The FLVAD architecture they introduce consists of multi-
ple local models and a global model, all implemented via
Transformer, allowing local data processing while the cloud
aggregates the local models trained on different datasets. Col-
laborative Learning of Anomalies with Privacy (CLAP) [132]
addresses large-scale VAD applications by avoiding direct
information exchange or data aggregation between clients,
protecting user privacy. CLAP employs common knowledge-
based data segregation and local feedback to improve pseudo-
labeling and enable collaborative training.

Federated learning techniques are expected to mitigate the
data privacy risks associated with centralized model training
and inference in city-wide surveillance systems. For example,
multiple surveillance systems from different locations (e.g.,
neighborhoods, parks, hospitals, stations) in a city can use
federated learning to jointly train anomaly detection models
without sharing their respective video data.

VI. EVALUATION BENCHMARKS AND METRICS

A. Benchmark Datasets

Privacy-Preserving Video Anomaly Detection (P2VAD) has
evolved as a subset of traditional anomalous behavior detec-
tion, driven by increasing concerns over information secu-
rity. Most P2VAD studies continue to use established RGB
datasets for performance evaluation, often preprocessing or
reorganizing them to remove sensitive appearance information.
For example, encrypted video-based methods use encrypted,
compressed RGB videos, while skeleton-based VAD models
focus on human-centric video datasets, using pose estimation
algorithms to model human skeletons and preserve privacy.
Additionally, system-level VAD research emphasizes security
during the transmission and distribution of data, with local
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TABLE III
STATISTICAL INFORMATION OF THE GENERALIZED VAD DATASETS.

Dataset #Videos #Scenes #Classes #Anomalies
Training Testing

Subway Entrance [135] - - 1 5 51
Subway Exit [135] - - 1 3 14
UMN† [90] - - 3 3 11
CUHK Avenue [136] 16 21 1 5 77
UCSD Ped1 [91] 34 36 1 5 61
UCSD Ped2 [91] 16 12 1 5 21
ShanghaiTech [44] - 13 11 158
Street Scene [137] 46 35 205 17 17
NWPU Campus [138] 305 242 43 28 17
UCF-Crime‡ [16] 1,610 290 - 13 950

All datasets are available at the anonymous GitHub repository.
†The frame rate is set to 15 fps. ‡UCF-Crime is weakly-supervised..

clients typically performing anomaly detection on models
trained with RGB sequences.

We classify the available datasets into two categories: 1)
generalized datasets, which are traditional RGB videos widely
used in VAD research and can be adapted for various tasks
after preprocessing; and 2) specialized datasets, which are
stripped of identifiable and sensitive information and are only
suitable for specific P2VAD tasks. Table 1 summarizes key
statistics for popular generalized datasets, which are further
divided into unsupervised and weakly supervised types based
on the availability of labels.

1) Generalized VAD Datasets: The generalized datasets
contain RGB video sequences captured from real-world scenes
and are commonly used for traditional deep VAD model
training and testing. The details are presented in Table III.
In P2VAD models, these datasets are often encoded or trans-
formed, with morphological abstraction, optical flow extrac-
tion, or skeleton detection applied.

Unsupervised methods typically use only regular events
from the training set to model spatio-temporal normality, with
positive samples (anomalies) appearing only during testing. In
contrast, weakly supervised datasets provide balanced positive
and negative samples with binary labels (0 or 1) for each video,
allowing for supervised anomaly detection at the frame level
using video-level labels.

Subway [135], a prominent benchmark for unsupervised
VAD, includes two long videos recorded at subway entrances
and exits, with anomalies such as gate-jumping and walking in
the wrong direction. UMN [90] contains 11 videos from three
different scenes (indoor and outdoor) and focuses on detecting
group anomalies in human behavior, potentially overcoming
occlusion issues that may hinder skeleton-based VAD models.
The UCSD Pedestrian [91] dataset consists of Ped1 and Ped2
subsets, captured from two different camera angles on a
campus pathway. Ped1 presents challenges in modeling due
to the varying size of the target as it moves along the path,
while Ped2’s perpendicular angle makes anomalies such as
skateboarding or cycling on sidewalks more detectable.

CUHK Avenue [136], also recorded on a university campus,
consists of 16 training and 21 test videos. Privacy concerns
are heightened in this dataset due to clear facial, texture, and
color information. Most anomalies involve motion cues (e.g.,
wandering or throwing objects), which can be detected using

Ubnormal PHEVA Anonymized UCF-Crime

Fig. 5. Examples of P2VAD-specialized datasets, including the synthesised
Ubnormal [93], PHEVA [82], and Anonymized UCF-Crime [98].

optical flow or skeleton extraction. ShanghaiTech [44] is a
large-scale, multi-scene VAD benchmark containing 317,398
frames across 13 scenes, with 158 anomalous events. The
performance of unsupervised methods on ShanghaiTech is
generally lower compared to CUHK Avenue [136] and UCSD
Ped2 [91], likely due to label-independent noise in complex
scenes, where skeleton-based VAD may offer better adapta-
tion.

Street Scene [137] captures common behaviors in traffic
scenarios, such as jogging and parking, and contains 205
anomalous events across 17 categories. It also includes vari-
ations in lighting and provides bounding box annotations for
anomalies. NWPU Campus [138] captures events associated
with different categories in various scenarios, yet these events
may share similar appearances.

UCF-Crime [16], the first weakly supervised VAD bench-
mark, includes 1,900 real-world surveillance videos, with
1,610 used for training and 290 for testing. Video-level an-
notations indicate whether each video contains an anomaly,
but the exact temporal location is unknown. Anomalous
events are categorized into 13 types (e.g., shootings, rob-
beries), though all anomalies are labeled with 1, without
finer-grained labels to differentiate behaviors from typical
activity recognition tasks. UCF-Crime’s human-related videos
have been skeleton-annotated to train P2VAD models [57].
ShanghaiTech’s weakly supervised dataset [139] reorganizes
the original ShanghaiTech dataset to include 437 videos.

Generalized datasets often contain detailed, identity-
recognizable texture information, which can raise privacy
concerns and make the data sensitive to noise. Studies have
demonstrated that such appearance-based data do not signifi-
cantly affect human-centric anomaly detection, and skeleton-
based VAD approaches often perform better in terms of scene
adaptability. Many P2VAD models have been validated on
generalized datasets that have been preprocessed to fit privacy
requirements. System-level P2VAD approaches generally as-
sume that local VAD models operate in secure environments,
thus continuing to use generalized datasets for training and
testing.

2) P2VAD-Specialized Datasets: P2VAD-specialized
datasets [82], [111] are mainly derived from preprocessing
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Fig. 6. Evaluation metric system of P2VAD research, including detection
accuracy-, model deployment-, and privacy preservation-oriented metrics.

existing datasets to meet privacy-preservation requirements,
such as HR-ShanghaiTech [140], HR-Avenue [140], and
HR-Crime [57]. As the anonymized UCF-Crime shown in
Fig. 5, Fioresi et al. [98] use U-Net to remove the privacy-
sensitive information in the UCF-Crime [16], XD-violence
[141], and ShanghaiTech [44] to achieve P2VAD. However,
these specialized datasets are often used in individual studies
without becoming widely benchmarked, which limits the
development of P2VAD.

For codec-compressed datasets, coding standards such as
H.264 and HEVC transform RGB video frames into human-
unrecognizable binary formats. For example, Guo et al. [68]
used H.264/AVC reference software (version JM-18.6) to
encode Subway [135], UMN [90], UCSD Pedestrian [91], and
CUHK Avenue [136] datasets, rendering their appearance in-
formation unavailable, with a variable bit rate mode applied. Li
et al. [69] focused on anomaly detection in HEVC-compressed
videos, compressing 16 traffic accident videos and 20 normal
traffic videos from the MIT traffic dataset [142] using an IPPP
coding structure.

While synthetic datasets such as Ubnormal [93] are primar-
ily designed for traditional RGB-based VAD models, they do
not contain real identifiable information. as shown in Fig. 5.
Using a data generation engine allows for the creation of
diverse anomalies. Ubnormal can thus be used to train P2VAD
models that avoid appearance bias. This dataset consists of
248 training videos, 64 validation videos, and 211 test videos,
totaling 660 synthesis anomalies.

Most skeleton-based VAD datasets are created from gener-
alized VAD datasets using pose estimation models. Hirschorn
et al. [143] applied Crowdpose [144] and YOLOX [145] to
extract skeleton keypoints from the ShanghaiTech [44] and
Ubnormal [93] datasets. Additionally, Pose Flow [146] was
used to track skeletons across video sequences. The PHEVA
dataset [82] uses YOLOv8 and HRNet [147] for object de-
tection and pose estimation, saving skeleton keypoints in the
COCO17 format. The HR-Crime dataset [148], extracted from
UCF-Crime [16], uses YOLOv3-spp [74], AlphaPose [81], and
Pose Flow [146] for human detection, skeleton extraction, and
skeleton tracking, respectively.

B. Evaluation Metrics

The evaluation metrics for P2VAD can be classified into
three categories: (a) Detection Accuracy-Oriented (DAO),
(b) Model Deployment-Oriented (MDO), and (c) Privacy
Preservation-Oriented (PPO), as shown in Fig. 6. (a) and (b)

are also commonly applied to evaluating RGB sequence-based
VADs, which do not consider privacy concerns and focus on
measuring a model’s performance in distinguishing between
normal and anomalous events. Since anomalous events are
relatively rare in real-world scenarios, evaluation metrics that
address imbalanced data, such as precision-recall curves, are
typically used. Lightweight models and efficiency are critical
factors determining a model’s deployment feasibility, though
direct comparisons are often difficult due to the lack of
standardized experimental platforms. The primary concern of
P2VAD is to enhance data security to mitigate public distrust
of VADs, making it essential to assess privacy-preserving
effectiveness quantitatively.

1) Detection Accuracy-Oriented Metrics: The Receiver Op-
erating Characteristic (ROC) curve illustrates the trade-off
between the True Positive Rate (TPR) and the False Positive
Rate (FPR) at different threshold settings and is commonly
used to evaluate a VAD model’s ability to distinguish between
normal and anomalous events. TPR and FPR are as follows:

TPR =
TP

TP + FN
,FPR =

FP

FP + TN
, (2)

where TP represents the number of correctly identified
anomalous events, FP the number of normal events misclas-
sified as anomalous, FN the number of missed anomalous
events, and TN the number of correctly identified normal
events. The AUC-ROC (Area Under the ROC Curve) quanti-
fies the overall discriminative capability of the model. A value
close to 1 indicates strong performance in distinguishing be-
tween normal and abnormal events. However, AUC-ROC can
be sensitive to imbalanced data, as it does not directly account
for the False Negative Rate (FNR), or missed anomalies.

The Precision-Recall (PR) curve is often more informative
than the ROC curve in imbalanced data scenarios. Recall (R)
is equivalent to TPR, while precision (P ) is defined as:

P =
TP

TP + FP
. (3)

AUC-PR, the area under the PR curve, is suitable for
evaluating model performance when there is a significant
disparity between positive and negative sample sizes. In VAD
scenarios where anomalies are rare, AUC-PR offers a more
reliable measure of a model’s ability to detect these rare events.

The Equal Error Rate (EER) is the rate at which the
false positive and false negative rates are equal, reflecting
the balance between sensitivity and specificity at a particular
threshold. EER is especially meaningful in video surveillance
systems where a balance between detecting anomalies and
recognizing normal events is necessary. EER is defined as:

EER = FPR = FNR. (4)

Another related metric is the 10% Error Rate (10ER), which
is used when a specific false alarm rate is acceptable in video
anomaly detection. It measures the false positive rate when
the miss detection rate is constrained to 10%. This metric,
derived from the FMR100 in biometrics, is particularly useful
in applications where strict control over detection error rates
is required. It is defined as:

FNR = 10%, FPR = 10ER. (5)



13

10ER is especially relevant in security monitoring systems
with stringent requirements for anomaly detection.

2) Model Deployment-Oriented Metrics: The number of
parameters, FLOating-point Operations (FLOPs), and infer-
ence speed are key indicators of a model’s suitability for
deployment. Specifically:

• Number of Parameters: This refers to the number of
learnable parameters in the model. Fewer parameters
generally indicate lower complexity, making the model
more suitable for deployment on devices with limited
computational resources.

• FLOPs: The number of floating-point operations reflects
the computational resources required during model infer-
ence. High FLOP counts may limit the model’s feasibility
for edge device deployment.

• Inference Speed: This is the average number of video
frames processed per second during the inference stage,
which indicates the real-time processing capabilities of
the model. However, this metric is highly dependent
on the experimental environment and hardware, making
cross-model comparisons challenging.

3) Privacy-Preservation Oriented Metrics: In privacy-
preserving VAD systems, the ability to protect sensitive infor-
mation is as important as detection performance. The relevant
metrics include:

• Privacy Leakage Rate: It quantifies the percentage of the
model’s output that can be reverse-engineered to reveal
identity or sensitive information. Ideally, this rate should
approach zero.

• Degree of De-identification: This measures the effective-
ness of techniques like visual desensitization and feature
abstraction in removing identifiable information. This can
be indirectly assessed through image quality metrics such
as Structural Similarity Index (SSIM) or Peak Signal-to-
Noise Ratio (PSNR). A higher degree of de-identification
corresponds to lower similarity between the processed
and original content.

VII. DISCUSSION

Sections III-V have presented the implementation and de-
velopment of various categories of P2VAD approaches that
are motivated by different research objectives and underlying
assumptions. While existing works have made notable progress
in data collection, model learning, and system deployment,
significantly advancing privacy-preserving techniques in video
anomaly detection, P2VAD, as an emerging interdisciplinary
research topic, still faces unresolved challenges in real-world
applications. Furthermore, the proliferation of intelligent video
surveillance systems and the widespread popularity of short
video applications (e.g., TikTok, Kuaishou, and Youtube)
among Generation Z provide a broad market for P2VAD.
Meanwhile, advancements in AI security and IoT technologies
are expected to deeply integrate with VAD research, signifi-
cantly driving the development of P2VAD. The brief com-
parison of the strengths, weaknesses, and future directions of
various P2VAD Pathways are outlined in Table IV. Moreover,

from the perspective of privacy preservation and the research
of trustworthy P2VAD systems for large-scale video IoT, this
section discusses the challenges and opportunities of P2VAD,
analyzing the limitations of existing approaches and trends for
future exploration.

A. Challenges and Limitations

1) Trade-off between Detection Performance and Privacy
Preservation: Traditional VAD research primarily focuses
on optimizing accuracy without adequately considering the
privacy sensitivities of users or the potential of models on
resource-constrained devices. These methods typically rely
on the performance-driven metrics introduced in Sec. VI-B
as the sole indicators of model effectiveness and superiority.
Although some methods can achieve high AUROC scores
(above 90%) on RGB-based datasets, privacy concerns and
limited inference speed hinder their real-world deployment.
In P2VAD, techniques such as appearance abstraction (e.g.,
NVLCs videos, pose estimation, optical flow extraction) and
encrypted video coding (e.g., H.264/AVC, HEVC) are em-
ployed to remove identity-sensitive information. While these
methods effectively alleviate privacy concerns, they often
result in degraded detection performance due to the loss of
critical visual features. For instance, removing facial or bodily
details through pose estimation can desensitize identity, but
may also eliminate important contextual information necessary
for detecting certain abnormal behaviors. This creates a tension
between safeguarding privacy and maintaining robust detection
capabilities. Additionally, encrypted video coding techniques
render the original video data unrecognizable to human ob-
servers, which not only complicates anomaly detection but
also diminishes the interpretability of the results.

2) Computational Overhead in Heterogeneous Systems:
Urban-scale VAD systems often rely on edge intelligence
techniques (e.g., mobile computing, edge-cloud collabora-
tion) to optimize the allocation of computational resources
and improve overall performance. However, addressing pri-
vacy preservation in such large-scale heterogeneous sys-
tems—comprising numerous devices such as surveillance
cameras, smartphones, local gateways, data centers, and
servers—not only requires efficient privacy-preserving com-
puting strategies but also faces significant increases in com-
putational cost. Edge computing typically requires sensitive
raw RGB sequences to be processed locally on resource-
constrained yet trusted client devices. Additionally, interme-
diate features often need to be encrypted before transmission
to servers or global models to prevent data misuse during
transmission. This increases the computational burden on local
devices and affects the system’s real-time detection perfor-
mance. Deploying privacy-compliant VAD systems in scenar-
ios requiring fast response and large-scale application remains
a bottleneck, necessitating the development of specialized
privacy-preserving computing techniques for video data and
efficient computation offloading algorithms for heterogeneous
video IoT devices.

3) Limitations of Federated Learning: Pivacy-preserving
distributed learning methods like federated learning have been
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introduced to P2VAD due to their ability to train models
without sharing local data [132]. However, when processing
high-definition video data, frequent synchronization between
client devices and the central server for model updates incurs
significant communication overhead, which is unacceptable for
mobile devices. Moreover, the heterogeneity among different
cameras, smartphones, and video streaming clients presents
significant challenges for FL-driven P2VAD systems. These
devices differ substantially in the quality of captured data,
video processing capabilities, and accessible network condi-
tions, leading to unequal contributions to the global model.
Developing effective global model update strategies and ro-
bust handling of missing local information is crucial. Lastly,
existing federated VAD systems are still vulnerable to privacy
leakage risks. Through advanced adversarial techniques such
as model inversion attacks, attackers may reconstruct sensitive
video data from shared model updates, compromising system
privacy. While differential privacy has been proposed to mit-
igate this risk, it often comes at the cost of model accuracy
and efficiency.

4) Common Challenges from Emerging AI Technologies:
Large models (e.g., Generative Pre-Training [149] and Con-
trastive Language-Image Pretraining [150]) have been intro-
duced to enhance VAD’s ability to understand and describe
anomalies [151]–[153]. However, their human-like interaction
capabilities [154] have further exacerbated public concerns
about privacy in VAD. For example, when capturing supple-
mentary semantics in RGB video sequences to improve VAD
performance, large models tend to fully describe all visual
information, including facial details, clothing appearance, gen-
der, and ethnicity, without considering privacy implications
[155]. While spatial appearance and temporal motion cues
are essential for VAD tasks, the presence of sensitive iden-
tity information is typically irrelevant and exacerbates public
distrust. Furthermore, Embodied Artificial Intelligence (EAI)
[156] and Explainable Machine Learning (XML) introduce
new scenarios and research perspectives for P2VAD. EAI
combines robots and perception devices capable of real-time
environmental sensing and autonomous responses to emer-
gencies, yet these systems must process large amounts of
sensor data (e.g., RGB cameras, infrared cameras, and event
cameras), making privacy concerns prominent. XML improves
the transparency of P2VAD systems by allowing users to
understand the model’s detection process and decision logic.
However, it may expose sensitive information, raising ques-
tions about balancing explainability and privacy preservation.

B. Trends and Opportunities

1) Applications of Enhanced Privacy-Preserving Technolo-
gies: Recent advancements in AI security and privacy comput-
ing, such as homomorphic encryption and secure multi-party
computation, hold promise for improving privacy preserva-
tion in VAD systems. Specifically, homomorphic encryption,
which allows computations to be performed on encrypted
data without decryption, enables encrypted video streams
to be directly analyzed for anomaly detection, significantly
reducing privacy leakage risks while maintaining detection

performance. Additionally, video encoding techniques that pre-
serve high-frequency information related to motion cues can
achieve exponential speedups without compromising detection
performance. By integrating homomorphic encryption, trusted
real-time P2VAD becomes feasible. The incorporation of dif-
ferential privacy into VAD models also offers potential for
mitigating privacy leakage risks in federated P2VAD systems
[157]. Differential privacy ensures that individual video frames
or data points cannot be reverse-engineered from shared model
updates by introducing controlled noise.

2) Edge-Cloud Collaboration P2VAD Systems: Edge-cloud
collaboration leverages the cloud’s powerful computational
capabilities while performing local data processing at the
edge, allowing different layers of computing units to cooperate
for maximizing detection benefits and resource utilization.
This approach can offer scalable VAD solutions. Additionally,
only localized devices have direct access to raw data, en-
hancing system transparency and trustworthiness. Specifically,
privacy-preserving algorithms execute on edge devices, and
only encrypted or abstracted information is transmitted to
the cloud for further analysis and model updates, reducing
the risk of exposing sensitive video data while handling
more complex large-scale anomaly detection tasks. As adap-
tive learning systems [158], especially online and continual
learning techniques, continue to evolve, P2VAD systems are
expected to improve performance in dynamic environments.
These systems can continually update models based on new
data, allowing them to adapt to evolving privacy threats and
anomalous patterns. This adaptability is particularly crucial in
smart city applications where environmental conditions and
data distributions frequently change.

3) Standardization and Ethical Considerations: As P2VAD
continues to develop, the standardization of privacy and se-
curity protocols is essential for guiding research and driv-
ing commercial applications. Standardized privacy measures
and guidelines help ensure that VAD systems meet mini-
mum privacy requirements and allow for consistent evaluation
of system performance. Furthermore, collaboration between
academia, industry, and policymakers is critical in establishing
a set of ethical guidelines, particularly in sensitive domains
such as public surveillance and healthcare. Beyond techni-
cal standards, privacy-specific evaluation metrics must also
be more comprehensive and closely aligned with real-world
concerns. Current evaluation frameworks focus primarily on
anomaly detection performance and average inference speed.
However, future systems must also consider privacy-specific
metrics such as identity obfuscation levels, data minimization,
and resilience against privacy attacks. Developing these met-
rics will be crucial for building trust in P2VAD technologies
and promoting their widespread adoption.

VIII. SUMMARY

In this article, we focus on the data security and pri-
vacy preservation of the spatial-temporal anomaly detection
in surveillance videos for the first time, providing a com-
prehensive taxonomy for Privacy-Preserving Video Anomaly
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Detection (P2VAD). By systematically examining the primary
concerns, fundamental assumptions, and modeling processes
of existing work, we shed light on the development trends and
intrinsic connections within this domain. We first investigate
the potential privacy and security issues that arise during
the data collection, model learning, and system deployment
phases of VAD, summarizing the developmental trajectory
and key challenges faced by existing approaches. Additionally,
we gather research resources, including datasets and technical
literature, to facilitate further exploration in P2VAD, which
have been publicly available for readers to build upon. Finally,
we discuss the remaining challenges and analyse future oppor-
tunities in P2VAD research. We hope this survey will serve
as a standard reference and contribute to the advancement of
P2VAD technologies, thereby enhancing public trust of VAD
applications and ensuring their deployment for societal benefit.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Liu, L. He, M. Zhang, and F. Li, “Vadiffusion: Compressed domain
information guided conditional diffusion for video anomaly detection,”
IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, pp.
1–14, 2024.

[2] Y. Myagmar-Ochir and W. Kim, “A survey of video surveillance
systems in smart city,” Electronics, vol. 12, no. 17, p. 3567, 2023.

[3] Y. Liu, J. Liu, K. Yang, B. Ju, S. Liu, Y. Wang, D. Yang, P. Sun,
and L. Song, “Amp-net: Appearance-motion prototype network assisted
automatic video anomaly detection system,” IEEE Transactions on
Industrial Informatics, vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 2843–2855, 2024.

[4] Y. M. Galvão, L. Castro, J. Ferreira, F. B. d. L. Neto, R. A. d. A.
Fagundes, and B. J. Fernandes, “Anomaly detection in smart houses
for healthcare: Recent advances, and future perspectives,” SN Computer
Science, vol. 5, no. 1, p. 136, 2024.

[5] J. Liu, Y. Liu, W. Zhu, X. Zhu, and L. Song, “Distributional and
spatial-temporal robust representation learning for transportation ac-
tivity recognition,” Pattern Recognition, vol. 140, p. 109568, 2023.

[6] Y. Liu, B. Ju, D. Yang, L. Peng, D. Li, P. Sun, C. Li, H. Yang,
J. Liu, and L. Song, “Memory-enhanced spatial-temporal encoding
framework for industrial anomaly detection system,” Expert Systems
with Applications, vol. 250, p. 123718, 2024.

[7] Y. Chen, H. Ge, Y. Liu, X. Cai, and L. Sun, “Agpn: Action granularity
pyramid network for video action recognition,” IEEE Transactions on
Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, vol. 33, no. 8, pp. 3912–
3923, 2023.

[8] Y. Kong and Y. Fu, “Human action recognition and prediction: A
survey,” International Journal of Computer Vision, vol. 130, no. 5,
pp. 1366–1401, 2022.

[9] Z. Sun, Q. Ke, H. Rahmani, M. Bennamoun, G. Wang, and J. Liu,
“Human action recognition from various data modalities: A review,”
IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence,
vol. 45, no. 3, pp. 3200–3225, 2022.

[10] G. Pang, C. Shen, L. Cao, and A. V. D. Hengel, “Deep learning
for anomaly detection: A review,” ACM Computing Surveys (CSUR),
vol. 54, no. 2, pp. 1–38, 2021.

[11] Y. Zhang, X. Nie, R. He, M. Chen, and Y. Yin, “Normality learning
in multispace for video anomaly detection,” IEEE Transactions on
Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, vol. 31, no. 9, pp. 3694–
3706, 2020.

[12] K. Cheng, Y. Liu, and X. Zeng, “Learning graph enhanced spatial-
temporal coherence for video anomaly detection,” IEEE Signal Pro-
cessing Letters, vol. 30, pp. 314–318, 2023.

[13] Y. Liu, D. Yang, G. Fang, Y. Wang, D. Wei, M. Zhao, K. Cheng, J. Liu,
and L. Song, “Stochastic video normality network for abnormal event
detection in surveillance videos,” Knowledge-Based Systems, vol. 280,
p. 110986, 2023.

[14] M. Zhao, Y. Liu, J. Liu, and X. Zeng, “Exploiting spatial-temporal
correlations for video anomaly detection,” in 2022 26th International
Conference on Pattern Recognition (ICPR). IEEE, 2022, pp. 1727–
1733.

[15] Y. Zhou, Y. Qu, X. Xu, F. Shen, J. Song, and H. T. Shen, “Batchnorm-
based weakly supervised video anomaly detection,” IEEE Transactions
on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, 2024.

[16] W. Sultani, C. Chen, and M. Shah, “Real-world anomaly detection
in surveillance videos,” in Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognitionn, 2018, pp. 6479–6488.

[17] J.-C. Feng, F.-T. Hong, and W.-S. Zheng, “Mist: Multiple instance self-
training framework for video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognitionn,
2021, pp. 14 009–14 018.

[18] Y. Tian, G. Pang, Y. Chen, R. Singh, J. W. Verjans, and G. Carneiro,
“Weakly-supervised video anomaly detection with robust temporal
feature magnitude learning,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Inter-
national Conference on Computer Vision, 2021, pp. 4975–4986.

[19] C. Huang, C. Liu, J. Wen, L. Wu, Y. Xu, Q. Jiang, and Y. Wang,
“Weakly supervised video anomaly detection via self-guided temporal
discriminative transformer,” IEEE Transactions on Cybernetics, vol. 54,
no. 5, pp. 3197–3210, 2022.

[20] Z. Ning, Z. Wang, Y. Liu, J. Liu, and L. Song, “Memory-enhanced
appearance-motion consistency framework for video anomaly detec-
tion,” Computer Communications, vol. 216, pp. 159–167, 2024.

[21] J. R. Medel and A. Savakis, “Anomaly detection in video using
predictive convolutional long short-term memory networks,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:1612.00390, 2016.

[22] P. Singh and V. Pankajakshan, “A deep learning based technique for
anomaly detection in surveillance videos,” in 2018 Twenty Fourth
National Conference on Communications (NCC), 2018, pp. 1–6.

[23] Y. Li, Y. Cai, J. Liu, S. Lang, and X. Zhang, “Spatio-temporal unity
networking for video anomaly detection,” IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp.
172 425–172 432, 2019.

[24] M. Ravanbakhsh, E. Sangineto, M. Nabi, and N. Sebe, “Training
adversarial discriminators for cross-channel abnormal event detection
in crowds,” in 2019 IEEE Winter Conference on Applications of
Computer Vision (WACV). IEEE, 2019, pp. 1896–1904.

[25] Y. Liu, Z. Guo, J. Liu, C. Li, and L. Song, “Osin: Object-centric scene
inference network for unsupervised video anomaly detection,” IEEE
Signal Processing Letters, vol. 30, pp. 359–363, 2023.

[26] Z. Yang and R. J. Radke, “Context-aware video anomaly detection in
long-term datasets,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2024, pp. 4002–4011.

[27] C. Cao, Y. Lu, and Y. Zhang, “Context recovery and knowledge
retrieval: A novel two-stream framework for video anomaly detection,”
IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, 2024.

[28] W. Tan, Q. Yao, and J. Liu, “Overlooked video classification in weakly
supervised video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Winter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision, 2024, pp. 202–
210.

[29] R. Nayak, U. C. Pati, and S. K. Das, “A comprehensive review on
deep learning-based methods for video anomaly detection,” Image and
Vision Computing, vol. 106, p. 104078, 2021.

[30] K. Rezaee, S. M. Rezakhani, M. R. Khosravi, and M. K. Moghimi,
“A survey on deep learning-based real-time crowd anomaly detection
for secure distributed video surveillance,” Personal and Ubiquitous
Computing, pp. 1–17, 2021.

[31] K. K. Santhosh, D. P. Dogra, and P. P. Roy, “Anomaly detection in road
traffic using visual surveillance: A survey,” ACM Computing Surveys
(CSUR), vol. 53, no. 6, pp. 1–26, 2020.

[32] B. Ramachandra, M. J. Jones, and R. R. Vatsavai, “A survey of single-
scene video anomaly detection,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis
and Machine Intelligence, vol. 44, no. 5, pp. 2293–2312, 2020.

[33] S. Chandrakala, K. Deepak, and G. Revathy, “Anomaly detection in
surveillance videos: a thematic taxonomy of deep models, review and
performance analysis,” Artificial Intelligence Review, pp. 1–50, 2023.

[34] Y. Liu, D. Yang, Y. Wang, J. Liu, J. Liu, A. Boukerche, P. Sun,
and L. Song, “Generalized video anomaly event detection: Systematic
taxonomy and comparison of deep models,” ACM Computing Surveys,
2024.

[35] J. Liu, Y. Liu, J. Lin, J. Li, P. Sun, B. Hu, L. Song, A. Boukerche,
and V. Leung, “Networking systems for video anomaly detection: A
tutorial and survey,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.10347, 2024.

[36] P. K. Mishra, A. Mihailidis, and S. S. Khan, “Skeletal video anomaly
detection using deep learning: Survey, challenges, and future di-
rections,” IEEE Transactions on Emerging Topics in Computational
Intelligence, 2024.

[37] K. Cheng, X. Zeng, Y. Liu, Y. Pan, and X. Li, “Normality learning re-
inforcement for anomaly detection in surveillance videos,” Knowledge-
Based Systems, vol. 297, p. 111942, 2024.

[38] Y. Liu, Z. Xia, M. Zhao, D. Wei, Y. Wang, L. Siao, B. Ju, G. Fang,
J. Liu, and L. Song, “Learning causality-inspired representation con-



17

sistency for video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the 31st ACM
International Conference on Multimedia, 2023, pp. 203–212.

[39] K. Cheng, X. Zeng, Y. Liu, M. Zhao, C. Pang, and X. Hu, “Spatial-
temporal graph convolutional network boosted flow-frame prediction
for video anomaly detection,” in ICASSP 2023-2023 IEEE Inter-
national Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing
(ICASSP). IEEE, 2023, pp. 1–5.

[40] Z. Xue, R. Hu, C. Huang, and Z. Wei, “Video anomaly detection via
motion completion diffusion for intelligent surveillance system,” IEEE
Sensors Journal, 2024.

[41] C. Huang, J. Wen, Y. Xu, Q. Jiang, J. Yang, Y. Wang, and D. Zhang,
“Self-supervised attentive generative adversarial networks for video
anomaly detection,” IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learn-
ing Systems, vol. 34, no. 11, pp. 9389–9403, 2022.

[42] M. Hasan, J. Choi, J. Neumann, A. K. Roy-Chowdhury, and L. S.
Davis, “Learning temporal regularity in video sequences,” in Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognitionn, 2016, pp. 733–742.

[43] D. Gong, L. Liu, V. Le, B. Saha, M. R. Mansour, S. Venkatesh, and
A. v. d. Hengel, “Memorizing normality to detect anomaly: Memory-
augmented deep autoencoder for unsupervised anomaly detection,” in
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer
Vision, 2019, pp. 1705–1714.

[44] W. Liu, W. Luo, D. Lian, and S. Gao, “Future frame prediction
for anomaly detection–a new baseline,” in Proceedings of the IEEE
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognitionn, 2018, pp.
6536–6545.

[45] W. Luo, W. Liu, D. Lian, and S. Gao, “Future frame prediction network
for video anomaly detection,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis
and Machine Intelligence, 2021.

[46] D. Chen, P. Wang, L. Yue, Y. Zhang, and T. Jia, “Anomaly detection in
surveillance video based on bidirectional prediction,” Image and Vision
Computing, vol. 98, p. 103915, 2020.

[47] Z. Yang, J. Liu, Z. Wu, P. Wu, and X. Liu, “Video event restoration
based on keyframes for video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition,
2023, pp. 14 592–14 601.

[48] P. Wu, C. Pan, Y. Yan, G. Pang, P. Wang, and Y. Zhang, “Deep
learning for video anomaly detection: A review,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2409.05383, 2024.

[49] C. Yan, S. Zhang, Y. Liu, G. Pang, and W. Wang, “Feature prediction
diffusion model for video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision, 2023, pp.
5527–5537.

[50] Y. Liu, J. Liu, M. Zhao, S. Li, and L. Song, “Collaborative normality
learning framework for weakly supervised video anomaly detection,”
IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems II: Express Briefs, vol. 69,
no. 5, pp. 2508–2512, 2022.

[51] D. Wei, Y. Liu, X. Zhu, J. Liu, and X. Zeng, “Msaf: Multimodal
supervise-attention enhanced fusion for video anomaly detection,”
IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 29, pp. 2178–2182, 2022.

[52] Y. Liu, J. Liu, X. Zhu, D. Wei, X. Huang, and L. Song, “Learning
task-specific representation for video anomaly detection with spatial-
temporal attention,” in ICASSP 2022-2022 IEEE International Confer-
ence on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP). IEEE,
2022, pp. 2190–2194.

[53] P. Wu, J. Liu, X. He, Y. Peng, P. Wang, and Y. Zhang, “Toward video
anomaly retrieval from video anomaly detection: New benchmarks and
model,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing, vol. 33, pp. 2213–
2225, 2024.

[54] D.-L. Wei, C.-G. Liu, Y. Liu, J. Liu, X.-G. Zhu, and X.-H. Zeng,
“Look, listen and pay more attention: Fusing multi-modal information
for video violence detection,” in ICASSP 2022-2022 IEEE International
Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP).
IEEE, 2022, pp. 1980–1984.

[55] K. Cheng, X. Zeng, Y. Liu, T. Wang, C. Pang, J. Teng, Z. Xia, and
J. Liu, “Configurable spatial-temporal hierarchical analysis for flexible
video anomaly detection,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.07328, 2023.

[56] Y. Liu, D. Li, W. Zhu, D. Yang, J. Liu, and L. Song, “Msn-net: Multi-
scale normality network for video anomaly detection,” in ICASSP 2023
- 2023 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal
Processing (ICASSP), 2023, pp. 1–5.

[57] K. Boekhoudt, A. Matei, M. Aghaei, and E. Talavera, “Hr-crime:
Human-related anomaly detection in surveillance videos,” in Computer
Analysis of Images and Patterns: 19th International Conference, CAIP
2021, Virtual Event, September 28–30, 2021, Proceedings, Part II 19.
Springer, 2021, pp. 164–174.

[58] D. Tran, L. Bourdev, R. Fergus, L. Torresani, and M. Paluri, “Learning
spatiotemporal features with 3d convolutional networks,” in Proceed-
ings of the IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision, 2015,
pp. 4489–4497.

[59] J. Carreira and A. Zisserman, “Quo vadis, action recognition? a new
model and the kinetics dataset,” in proceedings of the IEEE Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2017, pp. 6299–6308.

[60] L. Wang, Y. Xiong, Z. Wang, Y. Qiao, D. Lin, X. Tang, and
L. Van Gool, “Temporal segment networks: Towards good practices
for deep action recognition,” in European Conference on Computer
Vision. Springer, 2016, pp. 20–36.

[61] J. Yang, K. Zhou, Y. Li, and Z. Liu, “Generalized out-of-distribution
detection: A survey,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2110.11334, 2021.

[62] M. Z. Zaheer, A. Mahmood, M. H. Khan, M. Segu, F. Yu, and S.-I.
Lee, “Generative cooperative learning for unsupervised video anomaly
detection,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2022, pp. 14 744–14 754.

[63] G. Pang, C. Yan, C. Shen, A. v. d. Hengel, and X. Bai, “Self-trained
deep ordinal regression for end-to-end video anomaly detection,” in
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognitionn, 2020, pp. 12 173–12 182.

[64] T. Li, Z. Wang, S. Liu, and W.-Y. Lin, “Deep unsupervised anomaly
detection,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on
Applications of Computer Vision, 2021, pp. 3636–3645.

[65] N. Li, F. Chang, and C. Liu, “A self-trained spatial graph convolutional
network for unsupervised human-related anomalous event detection in
complex scenes,” IEEE Transactions on Cognitive and Developmental
Systems, vol. 15, no. 2, pp. 737–750, 2023.

[66] T. Wiegand, G. J. Sullivan, G. Bjontegaard, and A. Luthra, “Overview
of the h. 264/avc video coding standard,” IEEE Transactions on
Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, vol. 13, no. 7, pp. 560–576,
2003.

[67] J.-R. Ohm, G. J. Sullivan, H. Schwarz, T. K. Tan, and T. Wie-
gand, “Comparison of the coding efficiency of video coding stan-
dards—including high efficiency video coding (hevc),” IEEE Trans-
actions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, vol. 22, no. 12,
pp. 1669–1684, 2012.

[68] J. Guo, P. Zheng, and J. Huang, “Efficient privacy-preserving anomaly
detection and localization in bitstream video,” IEEE Transactions on
Circuits and Systems for Video Technology, vol. 30, no. 9, pp. 3268–
3281, 2020.

[69] H. Li, Y. Zhang, M. Yang, Y. Men, and H. Chao, “A rapid abnormal
event detection method for surveillance video based on a novel feature
in compressed domain of hevc,” in 2014 IEEE International Conference
on Multimedia and Expo (ICME), 2014, pp. 1–6.

[70] S. Biswas and R. V. Babu, “Anomaly detection in compressed h.
264/avc video,” Multimedia Tools and Applications, vol. 74, pp.
11 099–11 115, 2015.

[71] N. Kiryati, T. R. Raviv, Y. Ivanchenko, and S. Rochel, “Real-time
abnormal motion detection in surveillance video,” in 2008 19th Inter-
national Conference on Pattern Recognition, 2008, pp. 1–4.

[72] P. Jiang, D. Ergu, F. Liu, Y. Cai, and B. Ma, “A review of yolo algorithm
developments,” Procedia Computer Science, vol. 199, pp. 1066–1073,
2022.

[73] J. Redmon, “Yolov3: An incremental improvement,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:1804.02767, 2018.

[74] Z. Huang, J. Wang, X. Fu, T. Yu, Y. Guo, and R. Wang, “Dc-spp-yolo:
Dense connection and spatial pyramid pooling based yolo for object
detection,” Information Sciences, vol. 522, pp. 241–258, 2020.

[75] K. He, G. Gkioxari, P. Dollár, and R. Girshick, “Mask r-cnn,” in
Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision,
2017, pp. 2961–2969.

[76] S. Minaee, Y. Boykov, F. Porikli, A. Plaza, N. Kehtarnavaz, and
D. Terzopoulos, “Image segmentation using deep learning: A survey,”
IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence,
vol. 44, no. 7, pp. 3523–3542, 2021.

[77] G. Gallego, T. Delbrück, G. Orchard, C. Bartolozzi, B. Taba, A. Censi,
S. Leutenegger, A. J. Davison, J. Conradt, K. Daniilidis et al., “Event-
based vision: A survey,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and
Machine Intelligence, vol. 44, no. 1, pp. 154–180, 2020.

[78] J. Ma, Y. Ma, and C. Li, “Infrared and visible image fusion methods
and applications: A survey,” Information Fusion, vol. 45, pp. 153–178,
2019.

[79] Y. F. A. Gaus, N. Bhowmik, B. K. Isaac-Medina, H. P. Shum,
A. Atapour-Abarghouei, and T. P. Breckon, “Region-based appearance
and flow characteristics for anomaly detection in infrared surveillance



18

imagery,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2023, pp. 2995–3005.

[80] G. H. Martınez, “Openpose: Whole-body pose estimation,” Ph.D.
dissertation, Carnegie Mellon University Pittsburgh, PA, USA, 2019.

[81] H.-S. Fang, J. Li, H. Tang, C. Xu, H. Zhu, Y. Xiu, Y.-L. Li, and
C. Lu, “Alphapose: Whole-body regional multi-person pose estimation
and tracking in real-time,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and
Machine Intelligence, vol. 45, no. 6, pp. 7157–7173, 2022.

[82] G. A. Noghre, S. Yao, A. D. Pazho, B. R. Ardabili, V. Katariya, and
H. Tabkhi, “Pheva: A privacy-preserving human-centric video anomaly
detection dataset,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2408.14329, 2024.

[83] A. Dosovitskiy, P. Fischer, E. Ilg, P. Hausser, C. Hazirbas, V. Golkov,
P. Van Der Smagt, D. Cremers, and T. Brox, “Flownet: Learning
optical flow with convolutional networks,” in Proceedings of the IEEE
International Conference on Computer Vision, 2015, pp. 2758–2766.

[84] E. Ilg, N. Mayer, T. Saikia, M. Keuper, A. Dosovitskiy, and T. Brox,
“Flownet 2.0: Evolution of optical flow estimation with deep networks,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognitionn, 2017, pp. 2462–2470.

[85] Y. Su, H. Zhu, Y. Tan, S. An, and M. Xing, “Prime: privacy-preserving
video anomaly detection via motion exemplar guidance,” Knowledge-
Based Systems, vol. 278, p. 110872, 2023.

[86] Y. Liu, J. Liu, M. Zhao, D. Yang, X. Zhu, and L. Song, “Learning
appearance-motion normality for video anomaly detection,” in 2022
IEEE International Conference on Multimedia and Expo (ICME).
IEEE, 2022, pp. 1–6.

[87] R. Cai, H. Zhang, W. Liu, S. Gao, and Z. Hao, “Appearance-motion
memory consistency network for video anomaly detection,” in Proceed-
ings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, vol. 35, no. 2,
2021, pp. 938–946.

[88] L. Wang, J. Tian, S. Zhou, H. Shi, and G. Hua, “Memory-augmented
appearance-motion network for video anomaly detection,” Pattern
Recognition, vol. 138, p. 109335, 2023.

[89] S. Biswas and R. V. Babu, “Real time anomaly detection in h.264
compressed videos,” in 2013 Fourth National Conference on Com-
puter Vision, Pattern Recognition, Image Processing and Graphics
(NCVPRIPG), 2013, pp. 1–4.

[90] X. Cui, Q. Liu, M. Gao, and D. N. Metaxas, “Abnormal detection
using interaction energy potentials,” in CVPR 2011. IEEE, 2011, pp.
3161–3167.

[91] W. Li, V. Mahadevan, and N. Vasconcelos, “Anomaly detection and
localization in crowded scenes,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis
and Machine Intelligence, vol. 36, no. 1, pp. 18–32, 2013.

[92] S. Biswas and R. V. Babu, “Sparse representation based anomaly de-
tection using homv in h.264 compressed videos,” in 2014 International
Conference on Signal Processing and Communications (SPCOM),
2014, pp. 1–6.

[93] A. Acsintoae, A. Florescu, M.-I. Georgescu, T. Mare, P. Sumedrea,
R. T. Ionescu, F. S. Khan, and M. Shah, “Ubnormal: New benchmark
for supervised open-set video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognitionn,
2022, pp. 20 143–20 153.

[94] Y. Yang, Z. Fu, and S. M. Naqvi, “Enhanced adversarial learning
based video anomaly detection with object confidence and position,”
in 2019 13th International Conference on Signal Processing and
Communication Systems (ICSPCS), 2019, pp. 1–5.

[95] Y. Yang, Y. Xian, Z. Fu, and S. M. Naqvi, “Video anomaly detection
for surveillance based on effective frame area,” in 2021 IEEE 24th
International Conference on Information Fusion (FUSION), 2021, pp.
1–5.

[96] Y. Yang, Z. Fu, and S. M. Naqvi, “A two-stream information fusion
approach to abnormal event detection in video,” in ICASSP 2022 -
2022 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal
Processing (ICASSP), 2022, pp. 5787–5791.

[97] J. Yan, Y. Yang, and S. M. Naqvi, “Object detection oriented privacy-
preserving frame-level video anomaly detection,” in ICASSP 2024 -
2024 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal
Processing (ICASSP), 2024, pp. 7640–7644.

[98] J. Fioresi, I. R. Dave, and M. Shah, “Ted-spad: Temporal distinctiveness
for self-supervised privacy-preservation for video anomaly detection,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Com-
puter Vision, 2023, pp. 13 598–13 609.

[99] P. Schneider, J. Rambach, B. Mirbach, and D. Stricker, “Unsupervised
anomaly detection from time-of-flight depth images,” in Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recog-
nition, 2022, pp. 231–240.

[100] S. Sun and X. Gong, “Hierarchical semantic contrast for scene-aware
video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/cvf conference
on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2023, pp. 22 846–22 856.

[101] C. Sun, C. Shi, Y. Jia, and Y. Wu, “Learning event-relevant factors for
video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on
Artificial Intelligence, vol. 37, no. 2, 2023, pp. 2384–2392.

[102] H. Lv, Z. Yue, Q. Sun, B. Luo, Z. Cui, and H. Zhang, “Unbiased multi-
ple instance learning for weakly supervised video anomaly detection,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and
pattern recognition, 2023, pp. 8022–8031.

[103] W. Li, D. Yao, C. Gong, X. Chu, Q. Jing, X. Zhou, Y. Zhang, Y. Fan,
and J. Bi, “Causaltad: Causal implicit generative model for debiased
online trajectory anomaly detection,” in 2024 IEEE 40th International
Conference on Data Engineering (ICDE). IEEE, 2024, pp. 4477–4490.

[104] T. Gatt, D. Seychell, and A. Dingli, “Detecting human abnormal
behaviour through a video generated model,” in 2019 11th International
Symposium on Image and Signal Processing and Analysis (ISPA), 2019,
pp. 264–270.

[105] S. Suzuki, Y. Amemiya, and M. Sato, “Skeleton-based visualization
of poor body movements in a child’s gross-motor assessment using
convolutional auto-encoder,” in 2021 IEEE International Conference
on Mechatronics (ICM), 2021, pp. 1–6.

[106] O. Temuroglu, Y. Kawanishi, D. Deguchi, T. Hirayama, I. Ide,
H. Murase, M. Iwasaki, and A. Tsukada, “Occlusion-aware skeleton
trajectory representation for abnormal behavior detection,” in Frontiers
of Computer Vision: 26th International Workshop, IW-FCV 2020,
Ibusuki, Kagoshima, Japan, February 20–22, 2020, Revised Selected
Papers 26. Springer, 2020, pp. 108–121.

[107] Z. Jiang, G. Song, Y. Qian, and Y. Wang, “A deep learning framework
for detecting and localizing abnormal pedestrian behaviors at grade
crossings,” Neural Computing and Applications, vol. 34, no. 24, pp.
22 099–22 113, 2022.

[108] G. Song, Y. Qian, and Y. Wang, “Analysis of abnormal pedestrian
behaviors at grade crossings based on semi-supervised generative
adversarial networks,” Applied Intelligence, vol. 53, no. 19, pp. 21 676–
21 691, 2023.

[109] Z. Fan, S. Yi, D. Wu, Y. Song, M. Cui, and Z. Liu, “Video anomaly
detection using cyclegan based on skeleton features,” Journal of Visual
Communication and Image Representation, vol. 85, p. 103508, 2022.

[110] J.-Y. Zhu, T. Park, P. Isola, and A. A. Efros, “Unpaired image-to-image
translation using cycle-consistent adversarial networks,” in Proceedings
of the IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision, 2017, pp.
2223–2232.

[111] R. Rodrigues, N. Bhargava, R. Velmurugan, and S. Chaudhuri, “Multi-
timescale trajectory prediction for abnormal human activity detection,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on Applications
of Computer Vision, 2020, pp. 2626–2634.

[112] W. Luo, W. Liu, and S. Gao, “Normal graph: Spatial temporal graph
convolutional networks based prediction network for skeleton based
video anomaly detection,” Neurocomputing, vol. 444, pp. 332–337,
2021.

[113] X. Zeng, Y. Jiang, W. Ding, H. Li, Y. Hao, and Z. Qiu, “A hierarchical
spatio-temporal graph convolutional neural network for anomaly detec-
tion in videos,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video
Technology, vol. 33, no. 1, pp. 200–212, 2023.

[114] A. Markovitz, G. Sharir, I. Friedman, L. Zelnik-Manor, and S. Avidan,
“Graph embedded pose clustering for anomaly detection,” in Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, 2020, pp. 10 539–10 547.

[115] T. Cui, W. Song, G. An, and Q. Ruan, “Prototype generation based shift
graph convolutional network for semi-supervised anomaly detection,”
in Chinese Conference on Image and Graphics Technologies. Springer,
2021, pp. 159–169.

[116] C. Liu, R. Fu, Y. Li, Y. Gao, L. Shi, and W. Li, “A self-attention
augmented graph convolutional clustering networks for skeleton-based
video anomaly behavior detection,” Applied Sciences, vol. 12, no. 1,
p. 4, 2021.

[117] X. Chen, S. Kan, F. Zhang, Y. Cen, L. Zhang, and D. Zhang, “Multi-
scale spatial temporal attention graph convolution network for skeleton-
based anomaly behavior detection,” Journal of Visual Communication
and Image Representation, vol. 90, p. 103707, 2023.

[118] M. Yan, Y. Xiong, and J. She, “Memory clustering autoencoder method
for human action anomaly detection on surveillance camera video,”
IEEE Sensors Journal, vol. 23, no. 18, pp. 20 715–20 728, 2023.

[119] M. H. Javed, Z. Yu, T. Li, N. Anwar, and T. M. Rajeh, “learning
anomalous human actions using frames of interest and decoderless deep



19

embedded clustering,” International Journal of Machine Learning and
Cybernetics, vol. 14, no. 10, pp. 3575–3589, 2023.

[120] H. Tani and T. Shibata, “Frame-wise action recognition training frame-
work for skeleton-based anomaly behavior detection,” in International
Conference on Image Analysis and Processing. Springer, 2022, pp.
312–323.

[121] F. Sato, R. Hachiuma, and T. Sekii, “Prompt-guided zero-shot anomaly
action recognition using pretrained deep skeleton features,” in Proceed-
ings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognitionn, 2023, pp. 6471–6480.

[122] X. Zhao, Y. Wu, D. L. Lee, and W. Cui, “iforest: Interpreting random
forests via visual analytics,” IEEE Transactions on Visualization and
Computer Graphics, vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 407–416, 2018.

[123] Y. Liu, J. Liu, J. Lin, M. Zhao, and L. Song, “Appearance-motion
united auto-encoder framework for video anomaly detection,” IEEE
Transactions on Circuits and Systems II: Express Briefs, vol. 69, no. 5,
pp. 2498–2502, 2022.

[124] T. Li, X. Chen, F. Zhu, Z. Zhang, and H. Yan, “Two-stream deep
spatial-temporal auto-encoder for surveillance video abnormal event
detection,” Neurocomputing, vol. 439, pp. 256–270, 2021.

[125] M. Zhao, X. Zeng, Y. Liu, J. Liu, D. Li, X. Hu, and C. Pang, “Lgn-net:
Local-global normality network for video anomaly detection,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2211.07454, 2022.

[126] Y. Chang, Z. Tu, W. Xie, B. Luo, S. Zhang, H. Sui, and J. Yuan,
“Video anomaly detection with spatio-temporal dissociation,” Pattern
Recognition, vol. 122, p. 108213, 2021.

[127] Y. Liu, M. Peng, G. Shou, Y. Chen, and S. Chen, “Toward edge
intelligence: Multiaccess edge computing for 5g and internet of things,”
IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol. 7, no. 8, pp. 6722–6747, 2020.

[128] J. Chen, H. Yan, Z. Liu, M. Zhang, H. Xiong, and S. Yu, “When feder-
ated learning meets privacy-preserving computation,” ACM Computing
Surveys, 2024.

[129] H. Cheng, X. Liu, H. Wang, Y. Fang, M. Wang, and X. Zhao, “Se-
curead: A secure video anomaly detection framework on convolutional
neural network in edge computing environment,” IEEE Transactions
on Cloud Computing, vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 1413–1427, 2020.

[130] Y. Wang, C. Yang, S. Lan, L. Zhu, and Y. Zhang, “End-edge-cloud
collaborative computing for deep learning: A comprehensive survey,”
IEEE Communications Surveys & Tutorials, 2024.

[131] G. Giorgi, W. Abbasi, and A. Saracino, “Privacy-preserving analysis
for remote video anomaly detection in real life environments.” J. Wirel.
Mob. Networks Ubiquitous Comput. Dependable Appl., vol. 13, no. 1,
pp. 112–136, 2022.

[132] A. Al-Lahham, M. Z. Zaheer, N. Tastan, and K. Nandakumar, “Collabo-
rative learning of anomalies with privacy (clap) for unsupervised video
anomaly detection: A new baseline,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2024, pp.
12 416–12 425.

[133] J. Wen, Z. Zhang, Y. Lan, Z. Cui, J. Cai, and W. Zhang, “A survey on
federated learning: challenges and applications,” International Journal
of Machine Learning and Cybernetics, vol. 14, no. 2, pp. 513–535,
2023.

[134] K. Doshi and Y. Yilmaz, “Privacy-preserving video understanding via
transformer-based federated learning,” in 2023 IEEE Conference on
Dependable and Secure Computing (DSC), 2023, pp. 1–8.

[135] A. Adam, E. Rivlin, I. Shimshoni, and D. Reinitz, “Robust real-time
unusual event detection using multiple fixed-location monitors,” IEEE
Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, vol. 30,
no. 3, pp. 555–560, 2008.

[136] C. Lu, J. Shi, and J. Jia, “Abnormal event detection at 150 fps in
matlab,” in Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on
Computer Vision, 2013, pp. 2720–2727.

[137] B. Ramachandra and M. Jones, “Street scene: A new dataset and
evaluation protocol for video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision,
2020, pp. 2569–2578.

[138] C. Cao, Y. Lu, P. Wang, and Y. Zhang, “A new comprehensive bench-
mark for semi-supervised video anomaly detection and anticipation,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition, 2023, pp. 20 392–20 401.

[139] J.-X. Zhong, N. Li, W. Kong, S. Liu, T. H. Li, and G. Li, “Graph
convolutional label noise cleaner: Train a plug-and-play action classifier
for anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognitionn, 2019, pp. 1237–1246.

[140] R. Morais, V. Le, T. Tran, B. Saha, M. Mansour, and S. Venkatesh,
“Learning regularity in skeleton trajectories for anomaly detection in

videos,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognitionn, 2019, pp. 11 996–12 004.

[141] P. Wu, J. Liu, Y. Shi, Y. Sun, F. Shao, Z. Wu, and Z. Yang, “Not
only look, but also listen: Learning multimodal violence detection
under weak supervision,” in European Conference on Computer Vision.
Springer, 2020, pp. 322–339.

[142] X. Wang, X. Ma, and W. E. L. Grimson, “Unsupervised activity
perception in crowded and complicated scenes using hierarchical
bayesian models,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine
Intelligence, vol. 31, no. 3, pp. 539–555, 2008.

[143] O. Hirschorn and S. Avidan, “Normalizing flows for human pose
anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International
Conference on Computer Vision, 2023, pp. 13 545–13 554.

[144] J. Li, C. Wang, H. Zhu, Y. Mao, H.-S. Fang, and C. Lu, “Crowdpose:
Efficient crowded scenes pose estimation and a new benchmark,” in
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognitionn, 2019, pp. 10 863–10 872.

[145] Z. Ge, “Yolox: Exceeding yolo series in 2021,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2107.08430, 2021.

[146] Y. Xiu, J. Li, H. Wang, Y. Fang, and C. Lu, “Pose flow: Efficient online
pose tracking,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1802.00977, 2018.

[147] K. Sun, B. Xiao, D. Liu, and J. Wang, “Deep high-resolution repre-
sentation learning for human pose estimation,” in Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognitionn,
2019, pp. 5693–5703.

[148] K. Boekhoudt and E. Talavera, “Spatial-temporal transformer for crime
recognition in surveillance videos,” in 2022 18th IEEE International
Conference on Advanced Video and Signal Based Surveillance (AVSS),
2022, pp. 1–8.

[149] A. Radford, “Improving language understanding by generative pre-
training,” 2018.

[150] A. Radford, J. W. Kim, C. Hallacy, A. Ramesh, G. Goh, S. Agarwal,
G. Sastry, A. Askell, P. Mishkin, J. Clark et al., “Learning transferable
visual models from natural language supervision,” in International
Conference on Machine Learning. PMLR, 2021, pp. 8748–8763.

[151] F. Tian, Y. Lu, F. Liu, G. Ma, N. Zong, X. Wang, C. Liu, N. Wei,
and K. Cao, “Supervised abnormal event detection based on chatgpt
attention mechanism,” Multimedia Tools and Applications, pp. 1–19,
2024.

[152] P. Wu, X. Zhou, G. Pang, L. Zhou, Q. Yan, P. Wang, and Y. Zhang,
“Vadclip: Adapting vision-language models for weakly supervised
video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on
Artificial Intelligence, vol. 38, no. 6, 2024, pp. 6074–6082.

[153] L. Zanella, W. Menapace, M. Mancini, Y. Wang, and E. Ricci,
“Harnessing large language models for training-free video anomaly
detection,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2024, pp. 18 527–18 536.

[154] H. Yang, H. Lu, X. Zeng, Y. Liu, X. Zhang, H. Yang, Y. Zhang, Y. Wei,
and W. Lam, “Stephanie: Step-by-step dialogues for mimicking human
interactions in social conversations,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2407.04093,
2024.

[155] P. Wu, X. Zhou, G. Pang, Y. Sun, J. Liu, P. Wang, and Y. Zhang, “Open-
vocabulary video anomaly detection,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2024, pp.
18 297–18 307.

[156] Z. Xu, K. Wu, J. Wen, J. Li, N. Liu, Z. Che, and J. Tang, “A survey on
robotics with foundation models: toward embodied ai,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2402.02385, 2024.

[157] I. A. Alnajjar, L. Almazaydeh, A. A. Odeh, A. A. Salameh, K. Alqarni,
and A. A. Ban Atta, “Anomaly detection based on hierarchical fed-
erated learning with edge-enabled object detection for surveillance
systems in industry 4.0 scenario.” International Journal of Intelligent
Engineering & Systems, vol. 17, no. 4, 2024.

[158] D. Li, Y. Liu, and L. Song, “Adaptive weighted losses with distribution
approximation for efficient consistency-based semi-supervised learn-
ing,” IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology,
vol. 32, no. 11, pp. 7832–7842, 2022.


	Introduction
	Related Surveys
	P2VAD Taxonomy
	Contribution Summary

	Foundations of P2VAD
	Pathways of Conventional Video Anomaly Detection
	Unsupervised Pathway
	Weakly-supervised Pathway
	Fully-unsupervised Pathway

	Appearance Abstraction and Desensitization in P2VAD
	Encrypted Video Encoding
	Object Detection
	Non-visible Light Cameras
	Pose Estimation
	Optical Flow


	P2VAD with Non-Identifiable Elements
	Encrypted Videos-based P2VAD
	Sensitive Area Masking/Synthesis-based P2VAD
	Non-Visible Light Cameras-Based P2VAD

	Desensitized Intermediate Modalities P2VAD
	Skeleton-based P2VAD
	Agent Task-Based Methods
	Clustering Methods
	Distribution Modeling Methods
	Autoregressive Methods

	Optical Flow-based P2VAD

	Edge-Cloud Intelligence Empowered P2VAD
	Privacy Computing-Enhanced VAD
	Edge-Cloud Collaboration VAD
	Federated VAD

	Evaluation Benchmarks and Metrics
	Benchmark Datasets
	Generalized VAD Datasets
	P2VAD-Specialized Datasets

	Evaluation Metrics
	Detection Accuracy-Oriented Metrics
	Model Deployment-Oriented Metrics
	Privacy-Preservation Oriented Metrics


	Discussion
	Challenges and Limitations
	Trade-off between Detection Performance and Privacy Preservation
	Computational Overhead in Heterogeneous Systems
	Limitations of Federated Learning
	Common Challenges from Emerging AI Technologies

	Trends and Opportunities
	Applications of Enhanced Privacy-Preserving Technologies
	Edge-Cloud Collaboration P2VAD Systems
	Standardization and Ethical Considerations


	Summary
	References

